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VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, DISABLED AMERICAN | 
VETERANS, AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR IL, 
AND UNITED SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1953 


House or RereRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
i S/AILGTON, D. eis 
Phe cor (tee met at LU m. in the committee room of the House 


Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. Ho Edith Nourse Rogers (chair 


pres ‘ 
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terest of vefernans. Lua fi ‘ Lé (rip that took almost al 
rong to the Far East and there seeing first-hand conditions which 
] j . ] 1 *} } . 
eX1Ist among the Who are hoy aderending oul philosophy mn 
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We are always proud Califor 1 to welcome those who desire 
come to our State. but we are doubly proud of our native sons 
ose parents saw the light iy years ago and came to our far 
estern State. 

You know, across the front of one of the large departmental build- 
ngs 1n California there is a slogan vhich has been embedded in stone 
which says: 

Give us men to mateh our mountau 

We are proud of the majestic mountains of California. When you 
ele ted aman as nation il commander. you ele ted a man who matches 
our mountains. I know that he will continue to do big things in 
eteral S? work. and iS time goes on we W 1] recognize one of the 
ovreatest commanders in the history of the American Legion. 

It vives me a oreat pleasi re today to be pl vileged t present Lewis 
K. Gough, national commander of the American Legion. Commander 


Gough. 


STATEMENT OF LEWIS K. GOUGH, NATIONAL COMMANDER, THE 


TOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION; CHARLES W. 
STEVENS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION 
COMMISSION; DR. H. D. SHAPIRO, SENIOR MEDICAL CONSULTANT, 
NATIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION: AND CLARENCE H. 
OLSON, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COM- 


MISSION 
Mr. Goucn. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, Hubert, 


ank you so much for that introduction. 
History seems to repeat itself. I recall in 1950, when you presented 
ie to the members of your community in Eureka, when I was State 


commander of the American Legion. At that time you gave me a 


slowing obituary, the same as you have this morning. I am deeply 
ppreciative, You have now qualified me as an expert, an expert in 
how to live out of a suitcase. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Commander, my understanding is that you 
vould prefer to make your statement without interruption; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Govuen. If I may. 

The CHATRMAN. In order th it if may be all together. 

Mr. Gouen. A written statement has been prepared. 

I will be very happy, of course, to elaborate and answer any ques- 
tions I ean. \ written statement has bee: prepared and presented 
to you. With that is a summary of the American Legion resolutions 
from our last convention last August in New York City, which fur- 
nished the basis of the legislation which we have prepared and which 
has been presented to the 1st session of the 83d (¢ ongress, 


(The information is as follows:) 


S EMENT OF LEWIS K. GoUGH, NATIONAL COMMANDER, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Madam Chairman and members of the committee, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives established your committee, it was performing a positive action to give 
specialized and continuous attention to the manner in hich the Federal Govy- 
ernment handles veterans’ benefits and services 





= 
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leed, I am only following an accepted tradition when I, as national com 

nder of the American Legion, begin my statement regarding our legislative 

] cram for this session of Congress by voicing my personal and official opinion 

that your committee has ever conducted its business for the general welfare of 

t Nation with special attention to veterans’ affairs in a manner that fully justi- 
fies the action of Congress in creating your committee. 

Particularly do we renew our statements of respect and admiration for the new 





( rinan, Who has had a vast experience in studying and considering the prob 
( vhich are common to you and to us: and we have only the highest regard 
for her associates of the committee, whose experience has proved so valuable 


in the work of the group. 
re conscious that this meeting with you is our first major appearance be 
a new Congress in an administration which has changed its political com 


| m since last we were before you. If it is not improper, we should like to 
e ess a word of welcome to the new Members. We know the tenor of the legis 

e thinking in this new administration only in the broadest general outline 
We e With you in the hope that ways may be found to increase efficiency and 


educe costs in the operation of the Federal Government 

Beyond that point we have not had the opportunity to learn how your commit 
tee and the Congress wil) act upon specific programs that are placed before you 
consideration, 





We would ke to be permitted t suggest that this hearing is for the purpose 
of presenting the American Legion’s general plan of legislation as it will come 
bye , \ , iittee « ring the « rent session of Congress We appreciate 
i that, were we here on any one specific bill, we would naturally expec 
v nto exhaustive detail and offer substantiating data Kor that reason, and 
ppreciating the fact that the othe major veterans’ organizations are 
}) euting their respective programs this morning, we have refrained from going 
( cl il on hy i ir S] he TeCONIINNE dations 
W { K IS TIME FOR A SITIVI OURSE OF ACTION 
l ears thet s been a steady deterioration in the confidence of the 
f some segments of the Congress, and to a g1 ter or lesser degree of the 
exe tive branch of the Government, in matters pertaining to veterans’ affairs. 
( \ ees of Congress and commissions created by authority of Congress 
pporte n large part by private organizations and by the public press 
é ducted one campaign following another against the manner in which 
iifairs are conducted in the Federal Government 
vems te s that all interested parties have now had an opportunity to 
S vy the results and recommendations that have come from these official and 
( . ficial group I me insta Conere has written new legislatior 
Dp ularly in the fields of veterans’ insurance and veterans’ education and 
i i! ut oO Ss 
! beyond the legislat nto whicl I have ist referred, there have 
nd instances in which individuals and groups have loosely administered 
luties and responsibilities assigned to them in the Veterans’ Administration 
I ew of the great number of employees who have handled veterans’ affairs 
d the great number of individuals al institutions which have sought benefits 
he principal agency handling veterans’ affairs, it is gratifying to note 
“ ill percentave of defections 


Without in the slightest degree condoning the faults of those who have been 

found wanting, it should be a comfort to all concerned to know that no investi 

g group has found any major compromise with the laws that Congress has 
provided for the distribution of benefits and service to the veteran 


We think, therefore, that the time has come for the adoption of a positive att 


uc dealing with veterans’ affairs 

Our organization is committed to the simple, unadorned statement of princi 
ple which says that the cost of veterans’ affairs is a direct, if delayed, cost of 
war Che fact that the costs of veterans’ affairs is a direct, if delayed, cost of 


the guns of war have been stilled should not confuse any thinking American 
is to the origin of such charges 
it is a popular thing to say that the veteran population is becoming too large 
and that therefore there should be a reduction in the number and amounts « 
benefits and services to the veterans 
Such a position overlooks the fact that our veteran population rises in direct 


pro} ion to the increase in our military commitments and actions The costs 
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f caring the disabled and the dependents have not increased disproportion 
: a winMine al taper the rising cost of civilian living, or to the in- 
é g income of our Natio 
I . to it te neve ' 1e to ¢ t] our veterans didn’t start the 
var They only fought the 
| S ‘ = nevel eless lle sav tl } ew begrudge the cost ol 
onia vet, ne wi dh ‘ st tl ] omake any statement 
, nd @ ; reverent . ours had 1 been preserved b 
vho e ou é 
y f ng Y ’ ‘ Preside I ~ essage the state of the 
: claws m4 ‘ ' l woul ke to in le my statement 
rtion speech 
I repeat that there are many vortant subjects of which I make no mention 
oda Among these is our ere | growing body of veterans. America has 
tior been generous ‘ ! for the disabled and the widow and orphan 
the f a These ! ’ elose to all our hearts Proper care of 
( nif “dl citizens ane ation of the past service of our veterans are 
I epte o ¢ ponsibilitie 
) N AN I OVED 
( ry office whe \ ral Administration is functioning there is a 
hcneabnitntiva. ofthe Amd Legion performing day-to-day services for the 
eteran and h dependents , 
No dav passes without ( estion going from the American Legion for the 
ad istrative improvement of the perations of the Veterans’ Administration 
While we approve the retention of the Veterans’ Adn stration as the single 
Federal agency to hat veteral airs, we are at no time completely satis- 
fie with the manner i hic I netiol 
\\ } ve studied the ey j y l his have reported ad 
; the Veterans’ A : n We have seen the defects in the ree 
end; hic } n é the ,etel s*’ Administration 
We have presented to the ( ‘ e result of our thinking in such matters 
VW here at sented to the S3d Congress which would 
enew } roposals of ‘ her! Dn We doubt that your committee would 
he party to the reintroc f ih pl osals At the proper time and place 
‘ efor mere ‘ ons to such proposa 
\ ’ { ( pl ‘ oOsit ipproach he matter ¢ eal- 
‘ ete S f . d like to youl en n to a series of 
ae : F ! the Veter \dministrati 
n ors ) ‘ ‘ he by the Ad 1istrator f Vet 
; ‘ 
k ‘ I ( ] } ( ‘ ef ¢ ( 
er ( Ne hele 0] ( t 17 
’ é h « t I l 
\ ‘ ‘ ' ‘ “l by the Adminis 
' Voetera Affa ‘ er 2 rhese re nendations of the Ad- 
Hye ) er ve would meat ak- 
: f the ;} ‘ \ e ( th adminis itor 
\ 4 
) ; ‘ ” a —— iprehensive a 
the things wl ‘ e for the good o ete ns’ affairs within 
f eworl] e Vete Ad stratiot 
d other groups of « ZA W d thus have the 
» ey tic tried j ractice and without the disruptive 
‘ ‘ dow} rencie eating new ones af greater cost 
e Ami nt paye [f definite I ent is t achieved through 
j ( rs mmen ‘ ] effect. then it would he nossible to correct the 
eX lef s bv other action 
I proposed reorganization has the adva se of selecting from the in- 
estit ports made since 1947 these re mendations which seem to por 
tend the eatest group of a nistrative improvements 
» We hope that vour « mittee will find it possible to give the greatest eon 


deration o these d st tive recommendations of the Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs For too long s ha official has considered it unethieal to 





1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 1] 


make recommendations regarding veterans’ affairs. We are glad to see this 
tardy correction of such an attitude 
Our own staff has studied the Administrator's reorganization plan. Along wit! 


study of this plan we have given some consideration to the changes that are 
already being placed in effect in the operation of the Veterans’ Adminis 
We disagree with the Administrator regarding some of the details of the plans 
nt to give further study to others. But in bre 


e that they will build a framework on which the agency itself can go forwa 





iat 
- 


general principle we ca 





a positive Inannel 

The Administrator already has the value of our thinking with regard to th 
posed reorganization of the Veterans’ Administration If, us we hope, the 
plan is given whatever final authority is necessary so that it can be placed 
operation, then we hope there will be a holiday from consideration of othe 


egislative and administrative proposals which would have the effect of lessening 


( hance for success of the current Gray proposals for an administrative re 
ganization. This is not to say that we oppose further changes in the plan 


estion the operation of any public 





s st that it is ever improper to qu 
st We do reiterate our suggestion that it is time for positive action, for an 
abandoument of suspicion and distrust, and for restoration of confidence in 
lose public officials who are sincerely working for the best interests of al 
el ed 
FEDERAL BOARD OF HOSPITALIZATION 
| ence has taught that errors have been made in the lo« on and t) 
! 1 certain types of hospitals onstructed for the Federal medical 
| care of the disabled veteran 
It is our considered opinion that there should be created a Federal Be d 
Hospitalization with sufficient authority to prevent the repetition of such errors 
e Tuture 
| e is no secret in the knowledge that greater emphasis must be given the 
Lie and surgical needs of the mentally disturbed, of the tuberculous, of those 
fering from the catastrophic diseases such as cancer and arthritis, and of th 
onie illnesses among the aging veterans 
tention can be given these factors insofar as the authorization of further 
eck veterans’ hospitals is concerned through a strong Federal Board of 
We all continue to oppose the efforts of those who submit proposals for a 
Board of Hospitalization which have as their purpose the desire t 
‘ a superagency controlling the administration of the Veterans’ Admin 
Department of Medicine and Surgery 
~ LIZATI SHOULD BE PROVIDED FOR \ ERANS' PROGRAMS 
| he past the Veterans’ Administration has been critically assailed for poli 
under its contro The Veterans’ Administration has been given ne 
ed ( the fact that vhile almost every other public agency has operated 


nereused cost, the cost of veterans’ benefits and services has declined by 38S 


47, while the veteran population has continued to climb 





ll 
That is no mean accomplishment. Those who view the future costs of vet 
( benefits and services with such dark pessimism might well give considera 
his officially recorded fact 
| he extent that your committee’s jurisdiction covers the questions in 
‘ ve would ask and urge that you do what you can to see that a stabilized 
] nof operation is granted the Veterans’ Administration by the Congress 
Ihe factors we consider important; and the pertinent changes are, in ow 
opini desirable 
1 the Veterans’ Administration is to be harshly criticized in public for 





hortcomings, then such roadblocks as the nonprofessional control of medi 


cine and surgery as practiced in the slide-rule consideration of medical and 


hospital progrifms by protected employees in the Bureau of the Budget should 


be removed 
», It is imperative that the Veterans’ Administration, now practicing medicine 
and surgery second to none, be given adequate funds to operate the beds that have 


oO 


been provided by the Congress 
Every American family which has had to pay for hospital and surgical 
treatment within the past 2 years knows the high cost of such care and treatment 
How inconsistent it is to maintain, day after day, month after month, year afte 


wR Ait ce. 


°9T707 : 


eae, 
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pproximate 10.000 « eds in a chain of fine hospitals simply be» 
cause the Burean of the Budget has been intent on reducing the quality of such 
medical care at ! to the type of institutional medicine that was 
I prior r Il 
NY, ene the fullest measure of service from its employees 
en tf age! ntly beset by threats of, and the execution of, reduc- 
tions ‘ ns’ Administration has been bedeviled by such re- 
a ns: and it is sad to relate that the loss is in the most desirable types of 
) employees wl | not further serve under such a protracted spell 
{ rit | stable conditions nd lack of col idence il the future of the 
the e employe d 
l was a period I Worl War II hen the regular procedures 
ere followed in se 7 New e} ees he Federal Government. Then 
he ¢ OY t ¢ PES ¢ t | rol whet t became necessary to re- 
st pe nnel ceilings in ft] cht of reduction force 
Although this situation has bes orrected by the ct that, in general, Federal 
t eC I ean ¢ I ni oO het e being iced ¢ the ol il this time, there 
S a gre fl ty pit gh technical and desirable employees on 
he force in al ss red ns In such situ Ol { oo often the case 
} he profes n personne ‘ have hee SOX ad the basis of assign 
he jobs which are it with their tra lose interest in the job 
e te e maintaine t ermit full use of 
‘ i 
| e Veterar Ad ni tion Department of Med ne and Surgery we have 
! searce do¢ rs rse dentists, and tec ians leaving when redue 
n torce have m ¢ t necessary to cut off other ge des of emplovees The 
8 Ol e other types of employees does t peri the professional talent to 
n in the positions fe ( they were ¢ | ved Such reductions 1 torce 
¢ ‘ I it ir of ‘ \ I e VA I 
pie of hat can be a il ct S 1¢ d in the ent effort 
Veterans’ Administration t nterpret the meaning of the recently issued 
( Bud Director Dodge ting a y m the number of new 
é | ( | hall be ( cted n the omplet I tructi« iohbs which 
f r the greater efficiency and use of the physical plant of the Veterans’ 
I alread existence 
rent Dodge lette es in unfortunate t when the Veterans’ 
a ratio. S aire iy Sl ered one re uct in a ran her : ( 
the Lee ie ere, in genera enu ovees s bet 
ed rather than decre We think Congr S ild give special atten 
( of \ it ns i " A general 
ed l ] ‘ e | (3 rnnie I e applied to 
\ Administration \ close exa natio { urther deme a 
fio nh come To ¢ ees th proressiol status who can see no prospect 
( ized emplovment I ‘ am in the Ve ans’ Administration in the 
I I int future 
OUR PR R B I rs LE LTION 
i The ] I ] ‘ Ol ‘ Vé 
e re ! iti¢ re I 1 2 ( ne { acti have been 
ed : ready |] ( ( s ¢ é | V prese 
1 ! » the S3d Congress 
he } ert of sucl ? d d he 1 ns of our govern- 
l ! { l ide a part of this statement. 
\\ eve tl . moe ! hic} \ Legion is presenting 
ee ut no a i] benef ere is ily 3 l 2 new being 
pre ed I the « era f the S8d Congre 
P pa hese bi : Conger eralize the basis for service con 
I era hronic dise t tl {0 re iu certaim disability con 
I ition and pension rat | that Congress establish parity for the award of 
l pensions te . | ‘ f deceased veterans of World War I, 
Vi 1 War II, and the Korean « lict 


We believe the plan for ad nistrative reorganization of the Veterans’ Ad- 


‘ 


tration, as devised by the Administrator of Veter: Affairs from the re¢ 
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ommendations of various investigatin hodies and groups m de during recent 
| vears, deserves the attention of all concerned and that, until this pla has beer 
given an opportunity to prove its orth, contrary legislative reorganization 
ans should be given a holida) 
| . We believe a stabilized program for the operation of the VA Department of 
eqdicine and Sureery Is long oO erdu S 1nconsistent ft have the Bureau of 
d is the nonprofessional domi ! I ‘ he high profes mn 
! ram of medicine and ree In this day there is no such thing as higl 
vy chea medi 
Chere should be cre ed a Fed l ird of Hospit ation ¢ en enougl 
autho to inform ¢ ss and the executive branch of government when and 
wher hospitals should be built and the number and types of such hos 
pitals such a Board should not be a superagency administ ring the medical and 
surgical programs of the Veterans Ad histra m or of an ther Federa 
] 
t+. Keeping in mind that the cost of veterans’ affairs has been reduced by 38 
ercent nee 1947, while most other public and private costs have been il 
creasing, realistic appraisals of the needs for stabilized employment programs 
e Veterans’ Administrat shou ‘ ad 
» If pec e phases of programs and specilic employees of the VA do not live 
up to the promise of performance, then those programs and those employees 
hould be specifi y reexamine Che overall aura of distrust and suspicion 
=! ad be pia | with one of confidence and security so that the disabled vet 
! n¢ dependents of those who have died in or following service for 
e Nation in the Armed Forces shall continue to get the compensatory awards 
Congress has pi ded for the 


6. The veterans of our wars of the 20th century have preserved our freedoms 





rhey were set side as a Class when the were called for service. It is basic 
s that such veterans are a speci ass and that they earned the specia 
distinction of veteran during armed conflict in the military services 
7. We ask for modest program of legislation to remove inequities in the 
nt program of benefits to veterans and their dependents. 
S. We ask for the funds that are necessary to operate the programs of bene 
nd servic d y Congress | ncon tent to construct hospita 
plants and then to deny operating funds for such hospitals so that there shal 
be approximately 10,000 unavailable beds while an average of 22,000 veterans is 
‘ ied the 1 f bed neh hospita Such lack of funds to use hospital 
id j } < . { false econom 
Madam irinan and ers he committee, that concludes my forma 
entation ) view this time If there are questions that can be 
l \ hal | ha 1 present the 
Y¢ | \ ead t l s! ead I wi ry to work W 
I the future 





( ITTER IN TH] “ SESSION OF THI » CONGRESS 
1? i 
beh ti I 
POI \ 
} ) id on 57 Ve } 1952 
Resolved, That the Ame1 Legion recommend to the Congress, the Bureau 
* tl Budget, the Veteral nistratic that there should he a stabiliz 
program of requirements both to funds and ] nnel in the VA upon whic 
an understanding could be reached and action taken in ample time before ‘ 
beginning of each fiscal year to assure continuity and development of the highest 
( uty and quant 1 of service on ens ate witl vorkloads 
Lete ms tdministration pro et ¢ failine 2 ( ntact se ce funds; Resolu 
tion 88, New York 195 
Resolved, That we protest 1nost vigorously any elimination or curtailment of 
Veterans’ Ad nistration contnet services ¢ offices 








ans’ 
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) 


idministration, protest ¢ ifs in funds; Resolution 104, Vew York, 1952 


Resolved, That the American Legion protest the severe cut in appropriations 


al 


or the Veterans’ Admi 





inistration and that ich protest be forwarded to our 


officials on the national leve 


MEDICAI ND HOSPITAI! 


f 11 service be continued, funds; 


standard Veterans’ Administration medica 


Resolution 193, New York, 195 


Resolved, That the American I 


egion disapprove any legislation, pending or 





ontemplated, which would curtail or eliminate the high standard of medical 


ervice now accorded to veterans, and that we recommend in the interest of 
economy and efficient administration that all appropriations limiting or curtail- 


iy 


force and effect and be made a 


/ 


0” 


the fine medical] 
imend that all rights previously accorded to veterans be continued in full 


service accorded to veterans be reinstated, and we further 


lable to the veterans of the Korean conflict. 


ederal Board of Hospitalization; Resolution 7, VEC. October 1952 

Resolved, That the 838d Congress enact legislation to establish a Federal Board 
f Hospitalization cloaked with full authority to coordinate and assure efficient 
nd complete utilization of Federal hospitals within and between the three 
rencies; viz, United States Veterans’ Administration, United States Department 


f Defense, and United States Public Health Se ice 





} 8’ Administration Department of Medicine and Surgery, funds for: Reso 
tion 5. NEC. October 1952 

Resolved, That we urge the President immediately to authorize, through the 
Rureau of the Budget. the accelerated spendit f appl ypriated funds to restore 
the temporary loss of services in the operation of the VA Department of Medicine 
nd Surger until the Congress can get a realistic picture of existing shortages 

d take corrective action to relieve the distressing plight faced by the ck 
ete ir Nation 

appropriation of suffic it funds; Resolution 272, NEC, October 25, 1952 

Seeking appropriation of sufficient funds to guarantee to disabled veterans 

ose benefits previously provided by law and to assure that VA Department of 
Medicine and Surgery may continue present high standard of medical service 

le sation of veterans; Resolution 576, New York, 1952 

h ed, That the American Legion reaffirm its stand for the provision of 
edi and hospital care for those with service disablement, hospital care for 
eterans with disablements not adjudicated as due to service where such veterans 
canm reasonably afford te y for such care and treatment, and that such 
edical care and hospital treatment shall be provided by the VA; that the Con 

ess should determine the number of beds to be provided in the VA; and that 
he n nal legisla e commission be authorized to act to the end that there 
hall be no impairment of the care of the disabled veteran not loss of his identity 

il eran in othe groups of Federal beneficiaries 
Hospital beds, additional const ction and funds; Resolution 518, New York, 1952 

Re ed, That the Congress of the United States is hereby petitioned to enact 
legislation which will direct th Veterans’ Administration to construct or pro- 
icle sufficient number of additional hospital beds f treatment and medical 
care to medically indigent veterans, including those veterans suffering the ravages 
of chronic diseases or disabilities regardless of service connection, including the 
iging veterans in the geriatric category 

losnital beds for mental and TRB cases, add onal beds and funds: Resolution 274, 

Vew York, 1952 

Resolved, That the American Legion present to the proper committees of Con 
gress the urgent need for additional beds in order to properly care for our men- 
tally ill, active TB case is well ¢ proper care for the chronically ill veterans, 
so that veterans now being denied hospitalization because of lack of beds may be 
cared for by the VA the future rather than being placed in charitable institu 
tions in the local communities 
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Resolution 99, New York, 1952 
Resolved, That the American Legion urge mtinued efforts be made to secure 
additional Veterans’ Administration hospital beds for war veterans, especially 
for mental and TB cases 
Naral Hospital in’ Philadelphia, funds; Resolution 4,79 Vew York, 1952 
Resolved, That the American Legion does most vigorously protest the pro 
posed program of the Veterans’ Administration in reducing the number of beds 
allocated to VA in United States Naval Hospital, Philadelphia, from 400 to 0 
by the end of the fourth quarter of the fiscal yea that we call upon our Set 
ators and congressional committees, as well as the resources of the national 
organization, to maintain the 400 beds now in effect; and that the opening of 
the new VA hospital at 39th and Currie Avenue in Philadelphia be expedited 


to the greatest possible degree. 





Hospital in Puerto Rico and funds: Resolution 455. Ne York. 1952 


i 


Resolved, That we sti nely recommend the erection of a hospital and domicil 
li home meet the medical needs of approximate 100,000 veterans living in 
Puerto Rico and that copies if this esolution be sent to the President of the 
United States, to Me ( of Congress, and to the Administrator of the Vetera 


} 5 idn ( ( al Service eaxte) ig rete ns foreia 
f § R yl j Vew York, 1952 
ad, J ! \ ri Le n urge the amendmen the WS al 
rt I i€ | \ ( fo perm extension of med 
eatment d hospita tion | e VA, outsid he United § ‘ 
erans for service nme lisal re rdles he nature of tl s 
ul ‘ s l esidil I he United State vidin 
. eterans re n tl American ¢ ! pw e in the foreign count 
n Ww they 1 e domiciled 
0) at / rf 3 Ve ) l 
R / [ t} \ ( ded s i pre et I re pers 
née the Armed I es s be entitled to outpa t pital tre t 
i VA t ected di ch are determ | by t VA 
t< | n il 1 a | st lt \ t eing 1 ( 
wait ny part heir ement pa 








Res d That tl \ can Leglor ecordas itS unalte ble py { I 
S COVE \ i ! eri ( ea he 
VV peofs ‘ ‘ re 
\ ‘ 
( } } re ra kkesotlu ) Ad, Ne York I! ; 
CSO ad Pha elite | hi ntion mandat seeking mendat 
( ‘ Lol li X¢ ait ( I sura ith ¢ mputing annual ‘ Ihe I 
de l ] i i pp rpose 
Ju cial revie R olut : \e York, 1952 
Resolved That we s¢ iment ! ‘ section 602 (n) and the \ 
Oo | Service Life Ins ince A ‘ 1! is amended, sx to ass the 
of judicial revie f tl Ldmi rator ¢ Veterans Atlai 
suits brought under se act 
Relieve lic on United State Government 1 ‘ nce policies; Resolut 
170, New York, 1952 
Resolved, That we seek legislation to amend section 304 of the World Wa 
Veterans’ Act of 1924, as amended, to reconstitute the liens on United Stat 
Government life-insurance contracts of service-connected disabled World War | 
veterans, which liens were es ished by virtue of provisions of that section, so 
that the principal sum shall be only the premiums due from th date of lapse 
to date of reinstatement and conversion, hout interest, retroactively, and 


With simple interest prospectively at the rate established for policy loans 
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Resto ecerta ys “a ¢ his Reso ; : s York, 1952 


Resolved, That we seel imendatory legislation to restore rights removed by 


he Ins ince Act of 1951 of insurable World War I veterans, who served be 
twee October 6, 1917. and July 2. 1921. t tai new United States Government 
nsurance contracts, and of isurable World W II veterans, who served 
between December 7, 1941, and September 2, 1945 tain w mutual national 
eT! ( e-in I nee cont it S 
Ins mee suit court costs: Rese on 8, NEC, Octobe js 
Resolved, That we take immediate steps to bring about an amendment of 
section 617, National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940, as amended, by mod- 
fying the provisions of section 500 of the World War Veterans’ Act of 1924, 
as amended, so as to provide for the payment in a |] ») sum, direct to counsel, 
reasonable attorney's fee in a suit brought by or on behalf of an insured 
ing his lifetime for waiver of premiums on account of total disability, such 
fee to | pproved by the court and paid by the veteran in an unsuccessful action 
nd paid by the Government where judgment s entered in the veteran’s favor. 
D FORCES I IEW 4 Ss 
Ret revi hoare Rese Veu ! 

d, That we see leg tion to amend section 302, Public Law 346, 
78th Congress (the Set emen’s Readjustment Act of 1944), as amended, to 
provide for considerati« y a board of review of the findings and decisions of 
iny board or officia hich res ‘ in harg¢ ‘ ement, or release from 
active military, naval, or air set f any con ssioned or warrant officer or 
nlisted person h pliys ld without 1 ent 

) ) I il ) LND RAIN 
} } ) e ac 1 educatic programs; Resolution 203, New 


Resolved, That we seek amendatory legislation of applicable veterans’ laws 





‘ eve nown agitators and supporters of communistic principles and policies 
taking advantage of sources of study abroad and to provide that, when 
such vete us studving abroad are discovered to be engaged in activities con- 
trary to the interests of the United States, they be deprived of all rights deriving 
from their status of veterans with regard to studying abroad; also seek the 
remov: om VA lists of approved institutions of study of foreign schools 

nd ft rboring communisti tivities 
entre date extended for disabled veterans; Resolution 511, New 

! 19 

?esolved, That we seek amendatory legislation to extend the date for entering 


lucation or training under the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as 

nended » that the entrance date be extended for those who were so disabled 
prior to July 25, 1951, that they could not enter training until such time as their 
disabilities permit their entrance and that the ending date of training for such 
veterans be the period of their eligibility for such training 


Training entrance date extended for World War II veterans; Resolution 10, 
VEC, October, 1952 

Resolved, That the Congress amend Public Law 346, 78th Congress, as 
amended, to provide that an eligible World War II veteran who reentered the 
Armed Forces prior to his delimiting date and before he had initiated a course 
may initiate training not later than 6 months after the date of discharge and 
that combined entitlement under Public Law 346, as amended, and Public Law 
350 shall not exceed 48 months 


Tuition and subsistence allowances; Resolution 512, New York, 1952 


Resolved, That we seek legislation to amend Public Law 550, 82d Congress, 
to provide that separate tuition and subsistence allowances be paid to veterans 
‘ligible for educational benefits, both payments to be made directly to the veteran, 
and to provide further that the tuition allowance shall be payable to each 
eligible veteran in the amount of the tuition charged similarly circumstanced 
students at the institution the veteran elects to attend, except that the tuition 


ance in no instance shall exceed the rate of $360 per school year. 
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Vocational training ending date eatension: Resolution 526. New York, 1952 


Resolved, That we seek legislation to amend Public Law 16, 78th Congress, 
so that the termination date for the completion of training programs shall be 
extended beyond July 25, 1956, in order that service-connected disabled veterans 
may have full opportunity for vocational rehabilitation, the amendatory legis 
lation to provide that the termination of their entitlement be the termination 
date of their training 








Subsistence allowance automatic reduction; Resolution 22, NEC, October 1952 
Resolved, existing law be amended to provide in substance that the re- 
duction in subsistence in the case of GI farm trainees shall not begin until the 


end of the first crop year or animal cycle (12 months). 





CLAIMS AND RATINGS 


Burial allowance; Resolution 51 h, Vew York, 195 


Resolved, That we initiate amendatory legislation so that the present $150 
VA allowance shall be for funeral expenses only and that the Government pro 
vide a further sum of $75 to be used exclusively toward the interment expenses 
of deceased vetera 
Compensation fe Serriee onnected disability: Reso tion 190. New York, 1952 

Resolved, That we seek legislation which will remove the inequity created by 
the enactment of Public Law 356, S2d Congres Si hat all degrees of service 

ected compensation be creased by the same percentage, 
‘ITZ? 
( npensation or disabili , retroactive award o additional: Resolution £21, 
\ ) 

R d hat we ek an dato egislation to permit retroactive awards 
of dad nn cl sability ipensatio for lependen Ss, providing documentar 
evidence in support of the dependency claim is or was received within 1 yea 
f Lik ¢ é f VA jues 
V/ iu LECSO (10 118, N c Yori [ 

ved, That we seek legislation clarifying the term “misconduct” and 
eliminating restrictions on payment of disability pensi except in those case 


Presumptive service connection for multiple sclerosis; Resolution 90, New York, 
1952 
Resolved, That we seek legislation that would provide a 3-year presumptive 


period of service connection for multiple sclerosis. 


s ( connection for psychose sand TB; Resolution 97, New York, 1952 

Resolved, That we sponsor legislation to provide for service connection as 
chronic diseases of the chronic psychoses and nonpulmonary forms of active 
tuberculosis upon manifestation to a compensable degree within 3 years after 
separation from active service in wartime claims. 
Reser ists’ be nefits he equalize d My Re solution 337, Ne uw? York, 1952 

Resolved, That we seek enactment of legislation to bring about an equalization 
of benefits for veterans and their dependents under laws administered by the 
United States Veterans’ Administration and the United States Bureau of Em 
ployees’ Compensation in the cases of certain enlisted and commissioned reser 
ists of services of the Armed Forces. 
VA benefits to veterans residing in foreign countries; Resolution 601, New Yorl 

1952 

Resolved, That we seek amendatory legislation to overcome Veterans’ Admin 

istration instructions relating to sections 4 and 5, Public Law 144, 78th Congress. 


dows and orphans, parity for all; Resolution 268, New York, 1952 

Resolved, That an identical basis for award of pension to surviving widows and 
orphans of World War II and Korean service be established as now afforded 
World War I survivors. 

Disability pension awarded under Public Law 149; Resolution 562, New York 


1952 


i 


Resolved, That we seek a more favorable interpretation of Public Law 149, 
S2d Congress; and, failing in this, then we request the Congress to amend tl 
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w by making the necessary changes in its wording that would clearly define 
he meaning and intent thereof in order to give to veterans who need the regular 


nd attendance of another person increased benefits 








0 / pe on increase: Resolut n 96. New York, 1952 
’-solved, That we seek legislation to increase the present $68 and $75 monthly 
ty pension awards under Veterans Regulation 1 (a), part III, to $75 and 
s ‘ rective 
} pei On. recog lep ( ( pa ni Resol ion 51 LW Vo 
ed, Tha the ¢ neress ‘ eqnuested Oo immediatelVy amend the presen 
t include any person wit dependent parents r parent among those e] 
( the | her income it etermining eligibility to « ability pension unde! 
Regulation 1 ), part III 
ty pensic tube ¢: Resolution Vew York, 1952 
Ki 1, That we seek ame? egislation so that ility pension 
\ Regula oe re ltl be p ib | veterans g 
: heir incomes do not exceed the statut al 
j CHSIO ) } f ot ( ) ate of 1 “a 
i] ( 948. N ) / 
‘I t Publie I 15, 7 Congress, b ended to strike out the 
~ 5 ais 0 f n 1 rt IIT. \ ns Regulation No. 1 
¢ f so that tl ( rate will be 2 ted where a veteran 
I ed nen ta i re ite f 10 vears 
H] f ] ( ty « \y / R , 
\", 195 
J rl \ é ‘ Ol ( ore f United States 
( i ve rep \ hw ! 
( if ! I ‘ rans gents cle the sure on 
\ Adi - ito! l now ¢ sts 


14 i ‘ { Ik: I's ot | l ? t pl ti] nary statement I 
t { | ‘ I mre tative n establishing 

1 pel eq } Civ ct l lve i pecial zed 

tte ( » The } ‘ain which the program ot 

: i \ : lm tered md handled by the 

i Vrovernment. iy t only my) perso al opinion but the 
off | on of 1 Lmerl Legio Si eo that the conduct 
of ft business of this committe the past has justified the far 
( { » conc e, and the good 4 adegment ot ¢ ongress 1 


‘ : rie il \ a ave done much by your Dast 


\ hot ¢ i\ yvete l Dut thre N ilo} = well 
| ( | like to express. if I may. admiration and respect for 
M i ( ha l ul We oO} t he \) erican Leoit h ve had the oppor- 
| the pleasure of working with het the past. We are 
Zant f the fact that she ha . rich experience because of the 
a oO! cit iT1oO}] r hs 3 O1lVe the Past tO problem pel 
to veterans’ benefit da 
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ram of benefits and services. Your experience ha been invaluable 
n the mutual program of service to veterans as administered by the 

Federal Government. , 
If | may, I should like to express a weleome to the new members 
ind to tell you that the object ve of the (merican Legion and 1 am 
peaking this morning for the 4,000,000 members of the American 


Legion and its auxilinries—have been, are the me now. and are 








j 
| 
| 


1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 49 


concurrence with your objectives, I am sure; and that is that we want 
to find every means possible to increase the efficiency and to further 
the economy in the program of benefits and services as administered. 
We believe we must have a positive course of action. 

There has been criticism and a deterioration of confidence so far 
as the public is concerned and certain segments of Congress, more or 
less in the executive branch of government, on matters pertaining to 
veterans’ affairs. We have had campaigns and investigations con- 
ducted against the manner in which the affairs have been conducted 
in the Federal Government in this program. We have all had the 
opportunity to study these surveys, to study the results; and some new 
legislation has emanated. 

No investigating group, however, found any major compromise 
with the laws of C ongress which provide for the benefits and services. 
Therefore, we do believe the time is here for a positive attitude. We 
are committed to the principle that the cost of veterans’ benefits and 
services is a direct, although a delayed, cost of war and that the cost 
has not increased disproportionately with the increased cost of living, 
the increased cost of war, and the national income. 

Veterans do not start wars. They fight them. Those who criticize 
the costs must realize that their right and their prerogative to criticize 
is preserved by veterans in war. 

We believe that the V eterans’ Administration can be improved. In 
every oflice of the Veterans’ Administration there is a representative of 
The American Legion. We are constantly making suggestions for 
improvement, as we are never satisfied. 

We have studied the adverse reports relative to the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration, and we have presented Congress with the results of our 
thinking. We are aware and alert to the fact that bills have already 
been presented to the 83d Congress which, in our opinion, would 
dismember the Veterans’ Administration; and, as in the past, we 
oppose these bills; and we shall present our specific opposition at the 
proper time. 

I should like to refer to the proposed reorganization of the Veterans’ 
Administration, the plan as presented by “the Administrator of the 
Veterans’ Administration. We believe that there are positive recom- 
mendations here and there is much to recommend this proposed reor- 
ganization, but we do feel it has been entirely too long delayed in 
being presented. However, now that it has been presented, it is in line 
with our ideas of positive action. It can operate administratively 
under the authority already established by Congress, within the 
existing framework of the Veterans’ Administration, and economically 
will not be disruptive, requiring the tearing down of old agencies and 
the creating of new, which is neither economy nor efficiency. 

We urge that this committee give the greatest consideration to the 
administrative recommendations to the Administrator of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration. While we disagree, of course, with some de- 
tails, and we want to study the entire plan further, in general we give 
it our approval. We feel it does provide the proper relationship be- 
tween staff and operational functions. 

Many of the things the plan recommends have been championed 
by the American Legion over a period of years. If the plan is given 
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aul hority, we do hope there will be a holiday, and further legislative 
and administrative proposals will not be made, in order to give the 
reorganization plan the opportunity to prove itself, to prove its effec- 
tiveness, and to have a chance of success. 

Experience has shown us that there is a record of errors in the 
location and the number of certain types of Veterans’ Administration 
hospitals. This recent issue of Collier’s, on February 14, documents 
some of these errors. I have checked with members of my rehabilita- 
tion staff, and they have stated that the facts, in their opinion, are 
materially correct. 

We believe that there is a need for a Federal Board of Hospitaliza- 
tion with the authority to prevent a repetition of this problem. We 
would oppose, however, that this agency should ever become a super- 
agency exercising control over the administration of the Department 
of Medicine and Surgery in the Veterans’ Administration. 

We believe that the veterans’ program should be stabilized. The 
cost of the benefits and services to the veterans has declined 38 percent 
since 1947, and this is in a period of growing veteran population and 
a higher cost of living. We urge a stabilized plan of operation be 
granted the Veterans’ Administration by Congress. We particularly 
urge that the nonprofessional control of the administration of the 
Department of Medicine and Surgery by the Bureau of the Budget 
be removed. 

We believe it is imperative that the Veterans’ Administration be 
provided with adequate funds, particularly to operate the beds that 
are already provided. No agency can provide a full measure of service 
if it is constantly beset by reductions in force and threats of reduc- 
tions in force. This, of course, would mean insecurity, and it would 
mean unstable conditions and lack of confidence in the future. 

Our program of legislation is presented to cover authorization of 
Federal benefits. Really there is nothing new in it. It will liberalize 
the basis for service connection of certain chronic diseases, adjust cer- 
tain disability compensation and pension rates, establish parity for 
the award of death pensions to widows and orphans of World Wars 
[ and II and Korea. 

Our resolutions covering this legislation are filed with your com- 
mittee. 

To summarize: 

First, the reorganization plan of the Veterans’ Administration de- 
serves attention, and if approved we urge it be given the opportunity 
to prove its worth with a holiday to contrary legislative reorganiza- 
tion plans. 

Second, a stabilized program for the Medicine and Surgery Depart- 
ment of the Veterans’ Administration is long overdue. It is incon- 
sistent that the Bureau of the Budget should be the nonprofessional 
dominating control of a professional program of medicine and sur- 
gery. 

Third, a Federal Board of Hospitalization should be established to 
state where and the number and type of hospitals the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration and other Government agencies should have. 

Fourth, a realistic appraisal of the methods for stabilizing employ- 
ment of the Veterans’ Administration should be made. 

Fifth, if specific programs or specific employees do not live up to 
the promise of performance we recommend that they be reexamined 
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specifically, using a telescopic lense type of approach rather than the 
mortar, to remove the attitude of distrust and suspicion and to replace 
this with confidence and security. 

Sixth, it is basic to us that the veteran is a special class. He has 
earned special distinction of being a veteran during armed conflict 
in military service, and the title of veteran is a conferred badge of 
honor. It denotes and connotes that a man or woman has presented 
himself and offered all to defend home and country. 

EFighth, we ask that funds necessary to operate the benefit and serv- 
ices program be provided by Congress. This means that we need a 
restoration of funds for an adequate program, particularly to operate 
the hospitals that are constructed. 

There are over 20,000 applications which have been certified for 
veterans’ hospitals, but the applicants cannot be admitted because the 
beds are not available. In the sense that there are not the facilities 
or the personnel to staff them, there are 10,000 beds unavailable for 
this reason. We consider this to be false economy. 

The problem is one which will become more acute with the rotation 
out of service of 100,000 veterans each month—over 1 million this 
year—from the Korean war. Already 4,000 Korean veterans are in 
hospitals. 

I have members’of my staff here this morning. I know that they 
will be more than happy to answer questions along with me and to 
provide any assistance that they can in the days ahead. I say with 
pride and with a degree of prejudice, of course, that I believe we have 
a staff of experts, with 34 years of experience in the field of rehabilita- 
tion. This field is the guiding principle of the American Legion, the 
primary reason for our existence. 

I should like to present some of the members of our staff to you: 
Mr. T. O. Kraabel, who heads our rehabilitation division; Mr. Stevens, 
assistant director; Dr. Shapiro, senior medical consultant; Mr. Olson, 
assistant director of legislation. 

It is a pleasure to present this statement to you, and I will be more 
than happy to endeavor to answer any questions you may have. 

The Cuairman. That is a very fine statement, Mr. Commander. 

Mr. Goven. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

The Cuairman. I am delighted you could come today and present 
your program early, in order that it may go out all over the country. 

Mr. Goven. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. I think we have a battle to hold what you have 
secured for the veterans. 

Mr. Govueu. Weare alert and vigilant. 

The CHarrman. I know that. I hear that everywhere. I hear 
what a wonderful commander you are. 

Mr. Goven. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. I should like to say for myself and I know for the 
members of the committee—who will speak for themselves, undoubt- 
edly—that we have a feeling of gratitude to your very able staff here 
in Washington. I have watched them for 34 years, and I can testify 
to their ability and their willingness. They do not ask for things 
which are too much to expect. 

Do the members of the committee have any questions / 

Mr. Mack. I have just one question along the line the commander 
mentioned. 
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The Hoover Commission report, when it was presented to the Con- 
gress several years ago, recommended that the hospital services of the 
Army, Nav y, Marine Corps, Air Force, Public Health, and Veterans’ 
Administration be consolidated into one organization. Will you state 
the position of the American Legion on that? 

Mr. Goucn. Yes. We havea position that all services and benefits 
to veterans should be in the hands of and administered by a single 
Federal agency to avoid the necessity of duplication of effort and 
records that would be required if there was, in our terms and in our 
thinking, a dismemberment of the Veterans’ Administration to place 
the separate functions of the Veterans’ Administration in separate 
agencies. 

Mr. Mack. The position of the American Legion is that you want a 
one-stop agency to serve the needs of the veterans of the Nation? 

Mr. Goucu. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. You have fought for that since the very beginning 
of your existence as an organization. 

Mr. Govan. We have a long record and history of fighting for that 
— principle; yes. 

. Mack. Mr. Commander, the fact that the American Legion is 
coped to that particular recommendation in the Hoover Commis- 
sion report does not mean you are opposed to the entire report con- 
cerning all of the other recommendations? 

Mr. Goueu. No; and we have stated that position publicly. There 
are many things in the Hoover Commission report that we feel are 
really and truly in the interest of efficiency and economy. We do 
feel almost sensitive, you might say, over the fact that we offered them 
the services of our experts who have had great experience in the field 
of rehabilitation, and it was not used. I think I can say that our 
men have had great experience, without fear of contradiction, greater 
than any other group of individuals. We offered to give the benefit 
of this experience and our thinking to the Hoover Commission. 
Although the office of the Hoover Commission in Washington was 
in the 1600 block of K street, the same as our headquarters here, we 
were never even given the opportunity of presenting our thinking or 
the result of our experience at all 

We feel that there are certain phases of the Hoover Commission 
report which are not directed either toward efficiency or economy. We 
have asked them to give us where economy would actually result, and 
we have never received it from them. 

Mr. Mack. I agree completely with your statement. The reason 
I wanted to get it on the record is that in some of the local posts in my 
State they have had the impression that the national organization of 
the American Legion was opposed entirely to the recommendations of 
the Hoover Commission report. I know that is not true, and I am 
glad to hear you say it. 

Mr. Gover. Congressman Mack, I am glad we have that on the 
record. It has been on the record before, but we will reiterate and 
emphasize that this morning because we are very much for efficiency 
and economy in government. We think the Hoover Commission has 
done a splendid service in leading in this direction in general. It is 
only on these particular phases where we do not feel it would result 
in efficiency and economy that we take issue. 
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Mr. Mack. I agree with that, also. 

Mr. Goven. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. The gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. Aparr. You have indicated that your organization, and you are 
speaking for it, prefers the reorganization plan of the Administrator. 
By that I assume you mean the one announced in November of last 
year. 

Mr. Govan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Apair. Are we then to assume that you prefer that to the Booz, 
Allen & Hamilton report, and the implications of that report; or do 
you regard them as one and the same / 

Mr. Gouven. That is a very fine — ion, and I am glad we have that 
for the record, too, Congressman Adair, because they are two separate 
things entirely, and must be studied separately. We are continuing 
studies of both. 

The Booz, Allen & Hamilton report is so voluminous that it is diffi- 
cult to comment on it ina general way. I will say this: We feel that 
the recommendations of the Administrator carry much that is posi- 
tive, and that we have championed, and I am restricting our recom- 
mendations to his reorganization plan particularly as it calls for an 
autonomous administration of the Department of Medicine and Sur- 
gery, with such services under this Department; and it calls for the 71 
regional offices in the field, to carry the service out in the field where 
it should be, with death claims under this type of service. Those 
are things we have championed ever since we have been an organiza- 
tion. Those are the things that we are supporting. 

I am awfully happy to be able to clarify that. The press frequently 
confuses the two. They are two separate things. 

Mr. Aparr. Then am I correct in understanding your position to 
be that they are two separate aspects of one question, and you feel 
that the Administrator's plan as announced last November is the 
means by which the program should be put into operation, but many 
of the recommendations of the Booz, Allen & Hamilton report should 
be borne inmind? Is that a correct statement? 

Mr. Goven. You have correctly stated my position. As a matter 
of fact, going even further, many of the recommendations of the Booz, 
Allen & Hamilton Report are incorporated in the recommended plan 
of the Administrator. 

Mr. Apatr. You have anticipated my next question, which was go- 
ing to be along that line. It was a question as to whether you did not 
find a considerable amount of duplication in the two reports. 

Mr. Gouen. Yes. 

Mr. Anpatr. I have a second general question, if I may, Madam 
Chairman. 

The CuHatrMan. Please do. 

Mr. Apatr. You have spoken about this hospitalization board or 
hospital board. I am not clear as to the exact name. 

Mr. Gouen. Federal Board of Hospitalization. 

Mr. Apatr. I am not clear in my own mind as to how you proposed 
that should be constituted. 

Mr. Govan. I would like to refer that question to Mr. Kraabel, who 
heads our division, because he has given considerable study to that 
very phase of it, and can give a more specific answer. 





54 1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


Mr. Kraanet. Madam Chairman and Mr. Congressman, the princi- 
ple of the Federal Board of Hospitalization was one brought out in 
an Executive order of some years ago, when the construction of hospi- 
tals for the Federal Government of many branches was a gigantic 
program, and coordination was required to bring out the most “ effec- 
tive placement of these hospitals and also to avoid duplication. How- 
ever, that was an executive agency at that time. On June 30, 1948, it 
was abandoned and the functions of that Board were inherited or re- 
posed in the Bureau of the Budget. 

We commented in our annual report of that year that we might see 
the after effects of removing this one step, where interested parties 
might go on behalf of certain hospitals of the Federal Government, 
and in our case in behalf of hospitals for veterans. With that re- 
moval, that step or that place was no longer in existence. We soon 
found that with the coordination in the Bureau of the Budget it be- 
came an executive thing, and no hearings were held at which we might 
appear. 

We believe in the findings of our own field service, our own Depart- 
ment service officers, and the task force of the Hoover Commission, 
that there was a duplication in some areas of Federal hospitals. Our 
purpose in this bill is to have a Federal board which will survey all 
of the situation. They will not run the hospitals, but where there is 
an Army hospital proposed and a Navy hospital nearby, they would 
say: “Hold on. How is this?” so as to eliminate duplication. 

We had that worked out in two or three instances during wire 
War II. There was a case at Hines, Ill., where the Army needed : 
hospital, the Vaughan Hospital. It was built at the corner of the 
reservation on which the Veterans’ Administration Hospital was lo- 
cated, with the understanding that when the war was over and the 
Army no longer needed it the Veterans’ Administration might inherit 
It. 

The same was done at Richmond. 

Another instance was the Navy hospital at Houston, where the 
Veterans’ Administration had planned to build a hospital, and here 
was a brand new Navy hospital. That was brought to the attention 
of the people interested, with the result that the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion inherited the Navy hospital and did not build one. 

Our purpose in reviving this as an agency for Congress is to see 
that the building of any Federal hospitals, or the location of them, 
would be coordinated so as to avoid duplic tien and at the same time 
we hope there will be a minimum sufficiency of beds for the veterans 
of this country. 

Mr. Apatr. Well, that would seem to be meritorious. How do you 
propose that the board be designated ? 

Mr. Kraasen. The Federal Board of Hospit: alization would be 
created by Congress, with appointments by the President, and with 
the Administrator of Veterans Affairs and the Administrator of the 
lederal Security Agency and other Federal agencies having hospitals 
being members of the Board. 

Mr. Apatr. How large a board does that make? 


Mr. Kraaset. The proposal calls for seven members of the Board. 


They would also have the right to bring in specialists at a per diem 
rate, whenever they needed them in the matter of medicine, engineer- 
construction, or allied fields. 


Ing 
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Mr. Goucu. Congressman Adair, I was just going to add this one 
point: A bill was presented yesterday by Madam Chairman. It is 
a bill we have requested. The number is H. R. 2862. That is to ac- 
complish just what has been mentioned. I would like to insert that 
bill at this point : 


[H. R. 2862, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To establish a Federal Board of Hospitalization, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby established a Federal 
Board of Hispitalization (hereinafter referred to as the “Board’) to be com- 
posed by the Attorney General of the United States, the Secretary of Defense, 
the Secretary of the Interior, the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, the 
Federal Security Administrator, the Administrator of General Services Admin- 
istration, and the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. Each member shall ap- 
point an alternate to serve in his absence. 

Sec. 2. The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs shall be Chairman of the 
Board, and he shall be designated an Acting Chairman from the membership of 
the Board to serve as Chairman during his absence. The Board shali meet at 
such time and place as may be designated by the Chairman. 

Sec. 3. The Board may, in accordance with the provisions of the civil-service 
laws, the Classification Act of 1949, and Veterans Preference Act of 1944, as 
amended, appoint and fix the compensation of such officers and employees, and 
make such expenditures, as may be necessary, to carry out its functions, within 
the limits of any appropriation, or appropriations, made for such purposes. 
Officers and employees of any other department or agency of the Government 
may, With the consent of the head of such department or agency, be assigned to 
assist the Board in carrying out its functions. The Board may, with the consent 
of the head of any other department or agency in the Government, utilize the 
facilities and services of such department, or agency, in carrying out the functions 
of the Board. The Board may call upon and seek the advice of experts in the 
fields of medicine, hospital construction, and allied fields. The number and 
terms of service of such advisers shall be determined by the Board, as they may, 
individually, be paid compensation at a rate not in excess of $50 for each day 
actually spent in the work for the Board, plus necessary travel and subsistence 
expenses, 

Sec. 4. The Board shall initiate studies of and analyze and review the 
hospital, convalescent, and domiciliary activities of all departments and agencies 
of the Federal Government in order (1) to prevent overlapping, duplication, 
and overbuilding of such facilities; (2) to insure the most efficient and complete 
utilization of the total hospital, convalescent, and domiciliary facilities of the 
Federal Government by each department and agency; (8) to determine the 
need for existing or additional hospital, convalescent, and domiciliary facilities 
of each department and agency; (4) to determine the area and locality in which 
such additional facilities should be provided; (5) to determine the extent to 
which non-Federal facilities may be used to supply beds for any department or 
agency; (6) to develop a complete over-all plan relative to facilities for provid- 
ing within or through the Veterans’ Administration adequate hospitalization 
and domiciliary care for persons who have served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States; and (7) to make studies and recommendations with respect to 
such matters as may be referred to the Board by the President, or by any member 
of the Board: Provided, That the functions of the Board shall not include au- 
thority to determine the manner in which the responsible heads of the Federal 
departments and agencies concerned shall operate hospital and domiciliary 
facilities under their jurisdiction, or to require the transfer of medical and 
related personnel from one department or agency to another, or to diminish 
the authority of any department or agency head to determine the extent to 
which beds in facilities under his control and operation shall be made available 
for the hospitalization, care, and treatment of beneficiaries of other Federal 
departments or agencies. 

Sec. 5. No project for acquisition of additional hospital, convalescent or 
domiciliary beds by new construction, major alteration, or leasing of, or con- 
tracting for existing facilities shall be undertaken by any department or agency 
until it has been submitted to and reviewed by the Board as to need, location, 
type of construction, and any other factor which the Board may consider perti- 
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nent to the performance of its responsibilities, nor until the resulting recom- 
mendation of the Board shall have been approved by the President: Provided, 
That any department or agency may acquire additional beds to meet a temporary 
seasonal, epidemic, or emergency requirement, if such acquisition does not 
require new construction: Provided further, That the Departments of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force may acquire limited hospital facilities involving 
temporary type of construction only, and not exceeding three hundred beds for 
any one project, if no other suitable Federal hospital facilities are available: 
And provided further, That each project, involving the acquisition of beds 
under the first and second provisos of this section, shall be reported to the 
Federal Board of Hospitalization at the time approval thereof is given by the 
head of the department or agency concerned. 

Sec. 6. Recommendations of the Board accompanied by substantiating data 
in support of the proposal shall be transmitted by the Chairman for the consid- 
eration of the President. Whenever the adoption of any recommendation is 
not unanimous, such recommendation shall be accompanied by a summary of 
the views or objections of the minority members. 

Sec. 7. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums as may 
be necessary and appropriate to carry out the provisions and purposes of this 
Act. 

Mr. Apair. Thank you. I have one final question, and I apologize 
for taking so much time. 

The Cuatrman. We like to have these things brought out, and the 
text of H. R. 2862 may be inserted as requested. 

Mr. Aparr. The final question is this: It is estimated that we are 
producing veterans at the rate of at least 100,000 a month now. I 
assume that obviously you have taken that into account in formulat- 
ing this program. 

Mr. Goucu. We have indeed, sir. 

Mr. Aparr. Looking forward into the future, since that may be the 
case for some time to come, do you anticipate that that will make any 
considerable difference in the veterans’ program of hospitalization 
or other services ? 

Mr. Gover. No; I do not. We still feel that the figure of 131,000 
beds is a figure to be attained at the present time, and we do not see 
that the change will be too material. Some have confused their think- 
ing on that because unfortunately in the original recommendation of 
the Hoover Commission they referred to the fact that a veterans’ pro- 
gram for benefits and services and hospitalization would be for 1814 
million veterans. 

Actually the beds are available for only seven-tenths of 1 percent 
of the veteran population. That is a realistic figure if we have the 
beds referred to; viz, 131,000. Now, there is not anything to what 
some people think of in regard to all veterans indiscriminately and 
families, and so on, being cared for. That has never been our posi- 
tion. It is an infinitestimal percentage of the veterans that we are 
concerned about, and the veterans who do have the need for the 
hospital. 

Mr. Apair. Primarily the service-connected man, Mr. Commander ¢ 

Mr. Goven. Primarily the service connected, the neuro-psychiatric, 
and the TB and the chronic. 

Mr. Bontyn. Mr. Commander, is it the opinion of the American 
Legion that Public Law 361 of the 77th Congress is being fairly ad- 
ministered ¢ 

Mr. Goven. Public Law 361 is the one that refers to education, is 
it not? 

Mr. Bontn. No. I believe that it refers to service-connected dis- 
ability. However, with no proof being established, or a lack of a 
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record, a veteran may come along and substantiate the fact that he 
is service connected and therefore he may establish his service con- 
nection. Do you really believe that is being fairly administered ? 

Mr. Goucu. I cannot refer to the actual law by name. I know our 
position on service connected. I will refer to Mr. Kraabel on that; 
and, if I may, I would like to give you generalizations concerning our 
stand on that. 

I would like to be more particular and specific about the particular 
law. 

Mr. Kraapet. I think that we should identify that law by its num- 
ber and date in Congress, and then from that point I think if Mr. 
Stevens, our director of claims, will embellish on what is being done 
about it. Is it Public Law 361 of the 77th Congress? 

Mr. Bontn. I am quite certain that it is. I believe that it was in 
1941 in the 77th Congress. 

The CHatrmMan. For the convenience of the members I will have 
inserted at this point Public Law 361, 77th Congress, and pertinent 
VA regulations which deal with presumptive periods for chronic and 
tropical diseases. 

(The matters referred to follow :) 
(Pusiic LAw 361—771TH Cong.) 
(Ch. 603—1st Sess. ) 
H. R, 4905 
AN ACT To facilitate standardization and uniformity of procedure relating to determina 
tion of service connection of injuries or diseases alleged to have been incurred in or 
aggravated by service in a war, campaign, or expedition 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
is hereby authorized and directed to include in the regulations pertaining to 
service connection of disabilities additional provisions in effect requiring that in 
each case where a veteran is seeking service connection for any disability due 
consideration shall be given to the places, types, and circumstances of his service 
as shown by his service record, the official history of each organization in which 
he served, his medical records, and all pertinent medical and lay evidence. 

In the case of any veteran who engaged in combat with the enemy in active 
service with a military or naval organization of the United States during some 
war, campaign, or expedition, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is authorized 
and directed to accept as sufficient proof of service connection of any disease or 
injury alleged to have been incurred in or aggravated by service in such war, 
campaign, or expedition, satisfactory lay or other evidence of service incurrence 
or aggravation of such injury or disease, if consistent with the circumstances, 
conditions, or hardships of such service, notwithstanding the fact that there is 
no official record of such incurrence or aggravation in such service, and, to that 
end, shall resolve every reasonable doubt in favor of such veteran: Provided, 
That service connection of such injury or disease may be rebutted by clear and 
convincing evidence to the contrary. The reasons for granting or denying serv- 
ice connection in each such case shall be recorded in full. 

Approved December 20, 1941. 


PARAGRAPH I (c), Part I, VETERANS REGULATION No. 1 (A) AS AMENDED 


(c) That for the purposes of paragraph I (a) hereof a chronic disease be- 
coming manifest to a degree of 10 percent or more within 1 year from the date 
of separation from active service as set forth therein shall be considered to have 
been incurred in or aggravated by service as specified therein notwithstanding 
there is no record of evidence of such disease during the period of active service, 
provided the person suffering from such disease served 90 days or more in the 
active service as specified therein: Provided, however, That where there is 
affirmative evidence to the contrary, or evidence to establish that an intercurrent 
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injury or disease which is a recognized cause of such chronic disease, has been 
suffered between the date of discharge and the onset of the chronic disease, or 
the disability is due to the person’s own misconduct, service connection will not 
be in order: Provided further, That the term “chronic disease” as used in this 
paragraph shall include anemia, primary; arteriosclerosis; arthritis, bron- 
chiectasis ; calculi of the kidney, bladder, or gall bladder; cardiovascular-renal 
disease, including hypertension, myocarditis, Buerger’s disease, and Raynaud's 
disease ; cirrhosis of the liver; coccidiomycosis ; endocarditis; diabetes, mellitus ; 
endocrinopathies, epilepsies; Hodgkin’s disease; leukemia, nephritis; osteitis, 
deformans ; Seton? organic diseases of the nervous system, including 
tumors of the brain, cord, or peripheral nerves; encephalitis lethargica residuals ; 
scleroderma ; iebicinede. active (other than pulmonary); tumors, malignant ; 
ulcers, peptic (gastric or duodenal), and such other chronic diseases as the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may add to this list: Provided further, That 
active pulmonary tuberculosis developing a 10 percent degree of disability or 
more within 3 years, or multiple sclerosis developing a 10 percent degree of 
disability or more within 2 years from the date of separation from active service 
shall, in the absence of affirmative evidence to the contrary, be deemed to have 
been incurred in or aggravated by active service: And provided further, That, 
subject to the limitations of this subparagraph, tropical diseases, such as cholera ; 
dysentery ; filariasis ; leishmaniasis; leprosy ; loiasis; malaria ; blackwater fever ; 
onchocerciasis ; oroya fever; dracontiasis: pinta: plague; shistosomiasis ; yaws; 
yellow fever, and others and the resultant disorders or diseases originating be- 
cause of therapy administered in connection with such diseases, or as a preventa- 
tive thereof, shall be accorded service connection when shown to exist within 
1 year after separation from active service or at a time when standard and 
accepted treatises indicate that the incubation period thereof commenced during 
active service. Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent service 
connection for any disease or disorder otherwise shown by sound judgment to 
have been incurred in or aggravated by active service. 

Mr. Srevens. Mr. Bonin, the Veterans’ Administration for a long 
time has had a very definite regulatory requirement that the benefit 
of the doubt be resolved in determining whether or not there was an 
entitlement to service connection in favor of the veteran. Before 
this became a law, it was already in instruction promulgated by the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. We not too infrequently find, 
unfortunately, that many of the rating boards fail to give due credence 
to the very positive instruction that was issued administratively and 
that is now in the law. But we take the individual case and battle it 
out; and in the long run, properly represented, we find not too much 
difficulty in finding a full resolution of the doubt. I will say that, 
Mr. Bonin. 

Mr. Bonrn. The reason I asked that question is because I have 
received numerous communications from veterans who apparently fee! 
that it is not being properly administered. 

Mr. Srevens. The individual case, on occasion, must finally resolve 
itself through appellate channels before full operation of that law 
is resolved. There is no question of that. 

Mr. Bontn. The ultimate authority on that is the Board of Vet- 
erans’ Appeals; is that not right / 

Mr. Stevens. Yes. An appeal is taken to the Administrator, and 
that Board makes its determination. Sometimes we disagree with 
the Board of Veterans’ Appeals decisions, and we go back and ask 
for a reconsideration, and not infrequently we get satisfaction on the 
further study by that Board, based upon representations which we 
make. 


Mr. Kraasev. I might add that the type of case that comes to an’ 


office such as the rehabilitation staff here is the very toughest case, 
and these gentlemen who are here, Dr. Shapiro and Mr. Stevens, and 
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their associates have been instrumental in having several of these 
cases reconsidered time and time again, pointing out what they felt 
professionally was the defect in the decision before, or the defect in 
the makeup of the claim be ‘fore, and they have had a very outstanding 
record on reversals of the original decisions which were against the 
veteran. 

I think our record will be borne out very substantially on that point. 
There are, however, still those cases that cannot be resolved satisfac- 
torily to the claimant, and under the present laws we have exhausted 
every possibility in their behalf. 

The CnHarrMan. At a later date I think we will ask the staff of the 
American Legion to come before us and discuss all of the operations 
of the legislation. I think it would be fine if they would come. 

Mr. Govan. May I just make this statement since the service- and 
non-service-connected cases have been mentioned ¢ 

It is not entirely in line with your question, sir, but I would like to 
call to the attention of the members of this committee an article—and 
I do not say this with pride of authorship—prepared for the American 
Legion magazine, which you all receive—and it is in the current 
issue—relative to who is being treated in our veteran hospitals. It 
gives an analysis from the basis of the 1950 and 1951 very compre- 
hensive surveys of the problem of the service- versus non-service-con- 
nected cases, bearing out that there are between 7 and 8 percent only 
who are in the nonservice classification, short term, for treatment in 
veterans’ hospitals. It is a factual article as near as can be made upon 
the basis of the survey, and I would like to call that to your particular 
attention. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, I would like to say that it will 
be in the Congressional Record of Thursday, February 12. It is an 
excellent article. It is also in the record of the last hearings. 

Mr. Bontn. It is a very commendable article, Madam Chair- 
man. I have had the privilege of reading it. I do say that it is very 
enlightening. 

Mr. Gouau. I am flattered, indeed. I hope that this is in the record. 

The CuatrMan. It most certainly is. By chance, if any part of it 
is left out, when you correct the record you may include it. We have 
copies of the magazine in the outer lobby, if you would like them. So 
many cases can be service connected after the men are hospitalized. 
Particularly is that true in the case of tuberculosis and neuropsychiat- 
ric cases. 

Mr. Ayres. You have not gone into what your position is going to 
be on the GI housing program; and, since our most able chairman 
has appointed that committee and I find myself chairman of it, I 
wonder if you would care to comment briefly on it. 

Mr. Govan. I would be delighted to. 

We have a long-range program of intensive investigation concern- 
ing the interest rates, and our position has been stated in previous con- 
ventions prior to the last one in New York, and it has been to hold 
the line at 4 percent. 

In New York there are many factors presented on both sides, and 
the convention mandated me as commander to appoint a three-man 
committee to make a thorough investigation of this. It is a continu- 
ing investigation. 
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It had been started, but we made it specific following the New York 
convention. That committee was appointed immedi: ately. 

I asked to have the report on it in our executive committee meeting 
in the fall, but the date of the fall meeting was moved up and the c hair- 
mi aoe isedly, I think—said they wanted more time, particularly to 

e the trend of interest rates at the first of the year with the new ad- 
ministration. That particular committee is meeting on February 17 
with experts on both sides—lending agencies, banks, and so forth, 
and representatives for the other side—to determine either to raise 
or hold the interest rates, and I will have the benefit of the recom- 
mendations of that committee before the executive committee of the 
Legion in April or May, and at that time I assume there will be a 
position stated. At the present time I have no position other than 
past thinking to guide me. 

The past thinking has been to hold; and I cannot, of course, assume 
at — point what the recommendations of the committee will be, but 

» have not deviated as yet from holding. 

T here are individual departments that are making recommendations 
to hold at 4 percent. 

Now, that is in the formulative process. The national commander 
does not formulate policies. My own thinking would have nothing 
to do with this. I have to wait now until the committee reports and 
until the executive committee or the convention takes action. At that 
time the national commander has a policy to guide him. I have 
nothing to guide me now except past thinking. 

Mr. Ayres. Has there been any comment regarding those areas 
where 4-percent money has not been available, and if 4-percent money 
is not avail: ible there will be a change in the direct-loan operation of 
the Veterans’ Administration ? 

Mr. Goven. There has been comment along that line, and I will be 
very happy to make the findings of our committee available to you 
just as soon as we have them, because they are getting a good deal of 
information along that line, and along other lines, from both sides. 

Mr. Ayres. The only reason for moving fast on it, Mr. Commander, 
since you apparently do not come from a Northern State, is that our 
building programs are planned in the late winter or early spring, and 
whatever the program is going to be, the builders throughout the 
northeastern part of the country and northewestern part —wherever 
the building season is limited to 6 or 8 months of the year—are going 
to want to know very soon what plans to make and whether or not the 
GI is going to be able to buy the home. 

Now, in your judgment, just passing on this in your own opinion, 
do you feel anything constructive would be accomplished if our com- 
mittee were to go into certain areas and listen to some of the com- 
plaints of the GI direct? I know all of us have our files filled with 
letters from returned veterans who say, “Yes; it is fine to have a GI 
building program, but where can I get a loan?” 

Mr. Goven. I think that that would be a very constructive move— 
to get out in the field. That is what I asked Mr. Tom Moses, who is 
chairman of my committee, to do—to try to get the f feeling of the 
veterans in various segments of the country in order to get an overall 
picture to guide us. I think that is an excellent thought. 

Mr. Ayres. I think we will get the cooperation of our chairman 
on that, and I will discuss it with her at an early date. 
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The CuatrMAN. We also have to get some money from the rules 
committee and an authorization from the rules committee in order to 
have that investigation. Perhaps you will help us with that. 

Mr. Gouen. Yes, I should say. 

The CuarrMan, | think that is one of the departments of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration that we have to watch very carefully because 
i think other departments have designs on that, the same as they have 
on insurance. I think that our first fight is to see that we hold the line. 

You have made a fine statement. Perhaps when you are in Wash- 
ington you will come before us again. 

Mr. Gove. It has been a pleasure indeed. I thank you for the 
privilege. 

The CuarrMAn. The Veterans of Foreign Wars cannot be with us 
today, but the commander is going to appear at a later date. Mr. 
Omar Ketchum, the legislative counsel for many years of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, has a brief statement to make. 

We are delighted to have you with us, as always, Mr. Ketchum. 


STATEMENT OF OMAR KETCHUM, LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL FOR THE 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Kercnum. Thank you. I have come here this morning not to 
present the program of the organization, but to explain that due to 
firm commitments of a nature which he could not break, our national 
commander could not be here this morning. 

When the date of this meeting was first considered it was necessary 
to point out that our commander could not be here on the 10th—and 
I think the committee clerk will verify that—but some of the other 
commanders could be here, and it was agreed then that the date of the 
10th would be the date, inasmuch as our national conference, the con- 
ference of national officers and department commanders is being held 
here this weekend and the first of next week, a happy compromise 
was decided upon whereby our national commander, along with all 
our national officers and our department officers, would appear here 
next Tuesday morning. 

The chairman has graciously agreed to receive our commander and 
our national department officers next Tuesday morning. We hope 
that the committee members will be able to be present, and I am sure 
that we will have some interesting statistics and information to supply 
to the committe. 

There is only one thing that I would like to say, and because time 
is of the essence, the supplement: il appropriation submitted by the 
Veterans’ Administration, in our opinion, does not carry a request for 
sufficient funds to correct a deplorable situation in hospitalization 
because of inadequate funds appropriated for the current fiscal year. 
As a result of that our organization, and I am sure the other organi- 
zations—at least there was an agreement made yesterday—would state 
to this committee that there was urgent necessity for a special supple- 
mental appropriation of not less than $15 million to go to the Medical 
Division of the Veterans’ Administration to take up the madequacy 
that developed by reason of insufficient funds that were appropr iated 
in the last ( ongress. 

I think you will recall there was approximately $31 million reduced 
from our budget for hospitalization, so it is portant, we think, that 
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a supplemental request for at least $15 million be immediately enacted 
by the Congress in order to permit the Veterans’ Administration to 
proceed with important hospital measures and care and treatment 
that had already been approved and for which the patients are ready 
and waiting. 

I might add that dental care is one of those things. 

Thousands upon thousands of veterans have been approved as serv- 
ice connected for dental care, and yet there are no funds with which 
to give this treatment, and the longer that condition continues, if and 
when that treatment is rendered, it will be much more expensive and 
complicated than it would have been at the time they were approved 
for treatment. 

I do want to mention to this committee, because of the time element, 
the importance of that supplemental appropriation of not less than 
$15 million for the hospitals. I would like to bring that to the atten- 
tion of the committee. 

The Cuarmman. We will look forward to hearing you again on the 
17th. 

Mr. Kercuom. The 17th, Madam Chairman, and we will present 
the program of the organization, and I am sure we will have some 
very pertinent information on some of the questions that were dis- 
cussed here this morning, in addition to many others. 

The Cuarrman. [am sure you will. 

Mr. Kercuum. Thank you very much. 

The Cuatrman. Weare always glad to have you. 

Mr. Kercuum. Thank you for your courtesy in arranging this 
other meeting. 

The Cuamman. We will look forward to it. 

Congressman Hagen is going to present the next witness. 

Mr. Hagen. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

The CHainman. We are very glad to have you on the committee. 

Mr. Hagen. It is a privilege for me to be able to introduce the 
national commander of the DAV, particularly as I am a new Member 
of Congress. I understand that we are to be seen and not heard. 

The commander of the DAV is a World War II veteran who is a 
versonal acquaintance of mine, and it is indeed a privilege for me to 
able to present him to the committee and the people assembled here. 

He is peculiarly qualified, in my opinion, to give the committee 
sound advice with respect to veterans’ legislation for the reason that 
he is a public official himself, serving as a member of the board of 
supervisors in California in carrying out a legislative and adminis- 
trative function in that role. 

In addition, he is in the contracting business and knows something 
personally about the problems of home building and home financing. 

I might add also, Madam Chairman, his wife is quite active in the 
affairs of the auxiliary of the Disabled American Veterans and is 
State chairman of that group. 

It gives me a great deal of pleasure to introduce to you and the 
other members of the committee Floyd E. Ming, national commander 
of the DAV, Bakersfield, Calif. 

The CuatrMan. We are delighted to have you, Mr. Commander. 
I had the pleasure of being in Boston when you were elected, and you 
have always been right on the beam. You have always worked for 
your disabled and you have never ceased. You cannot be diverted 
in any other direction. 
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STATEMENT OF FLOYD E. MING, NATIONAL COMMANDER OF THE 
DISABLED VETERANS, ACCOMPANIED BY CICERO HOGAN, 
DIRECTOR OF CLAIMS, AND CHARLES FOSTER, ASSISTANT LEGIS- 
LATIVE DIRECTOR 


Ir. Mince. Thank you for those kind words, and thank you, Con- 
gressman Hagen. 

Madam Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, as na- 
tional commander of the Disabled American Veterans I am pleased 
and appreciate the distinct privilege to meet with you this morning 
for the purpose of presenting our legislative program. The oppor- 
tunity afforded the DAV to discuss with you personally the various 
facets of legislation in the field of veterans’ affairs is one of the most 
important duties I will perform during my tenure in office. 

It goes without saying, of course, th: at this committee has always 
lent an intelligent, symp: thetic , and understanding ear to the problems 
of America’s wartime disabled and to the survivors of deceased 
veterans. 

Our legislative program is determined upon and fixed by the dele- 
gates attending the national convention. During the 5 days that the 
delegates meet each year they consider hundreds of proposals stem- 
ming from approximately 2,000 chapters situated in every corner of 
our vast country. Many of these are repetitious, others are deemed 
impractical, and only approximately 50 resolutions calling for legis- 
lative action were finally approved. Time, of course, will not permit 
me to mention each of these specifically but I would like to outline 
generally our modest program. 

It is of particular significance that the trend of our mandates this 
year is toward greater uniformity and equality in existing laws and 
regulations administered by the Veterans’ Administration. In this 
connection I would like to emphasize the bills H. R. 43 and 44 intro- 
duced by the chairman of this committee. These bills seek greater 
uniformity in existing monetary benefits presently payable to service- 
connected disabled veterans and to the survivors of veterans whose 
death is attributable to service-connected causes. 

In enacting Public Law 356 last year, which increased service- 
connected disability compensation to partially offset the advance in 
the cost of living, Congress created a schism. Public Law 356 provided 
a 15-percent increase in compensation for veterans rated 50 percent 
or more and a 5-percent increase for those rated less than 50 percent. 
In another section of the same law an increase of approximately 15 
percent in death compensation was extended to widows, with the 
exception that widows with no children did not receive any increase. 
The bills H. R. 43 and 44 would further amend the Veterans Regula- 
tions by making uniform the increases in death comper nsation among 
the various classes of widows and would reestablish parity between 
veterans rated less than 50 percent and those rated 50 percent or more. 

In other words, Public Law 356 completely ignored the fact that 
disabilities are rated percentagewise, from 100 percent down to zero 
percent. The differential between the least seriously disabled and 
the most seriously disabled is fully recognized in adjudicating a vet- 
eran’s claim for compensation. Public Law 356 i imposes an additional, 
and in our opinion entirely unwarranted, differential in providing 
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a 15-percent increase for 1 group and a 5-percent increase in another. 
The net result is that a man presently rated 10, 20, 30, or 40 percent 
does not draw that percentage of total disability compensation despite 
the fact his disability is rated percentagewise. J 

We would like to see this committee take positive and expeditious 
action to once again bring about uniformity in the rates of disability 
and death compensation for service-connected causes. 

Before mentioning any other specific measures I would like to in- 
vite the attention of this committee to a resolution adopted at our last 
national convention which reads as follows: 

Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Disabled American Veterans, assembled in Boston, Mass., this 
10th-16th day of August 1952, That we go on record sponsoring only legislation 
that is germane to the needs of the wars’ disabled and their dependents; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That this organization take a definite stand in asking the Congress 
of the United States that benefits for the wars’ disabled and their dependents 
come first. 

This resolution is a reaffirmation of the policy followed by the DAV 
since its origin and is indicative that the membership is steadfast to 
the purposes for which the Congress of the United States granted us a 
charter. We shall never deviate from this single-purpose objective. 

Other measures on our legislative program pending before this com- 
mittee which seek equality of treatment are contained in H. R. 462 
and 650 introduced by Representatives Kearney and Teague, respec- 
tively. It has come to our attention that a number of seriously dis- 
abled World War II veterans entitled to vocational rehabilitation and 
training under the provisions of Public Law 16, 78th Congress, have 
been or shortly will be precluded from applying for such training due 
to long periods of hospitalization as a result of their service-connected 
disabilities.. These bills do not seek to extend training under Public 
Law 16 to veterans otherwise eligible therefor who have merely “slept 
on their rights,” but is designed solely for the veteran who has been 
unable to apply for such training because of hospitalization. All 
training under Public Law 16 must be completed not later than July 
25, 1956, and the Veterans’ Administration cannot enroll a veteran in 
a course of education or training which would run beyond that date. 
It certainly was not the intent of Congress to deny the benefits of 
Public Law 16 to any veteran who has been unable to initiate his 
education or training under Public Law 16 because of long periods of 
hospitalization. These bills would, therefore, enable such a veteran 
to pursue an appropriate course of training beyond the termination 
date, July 25, 1956. 

With permission of the chairman and in order that I may have 
some time to discuss the current hospital situation and the various 
proposals for reorganization of the Veterans’ Administration it is 
respectfully requested that I be permitted to insert in the record fol- 
lowing the close of this statement, a supplementary statement listing 
DAY resolutions adopted at our last national convention, together 
with the appropriate bill numbers, which comprise our legislative 
program for this year. 

The Cuamman, It will be so ordered, without objection. 

Mr. Mine. In addition to the above, we are mandated to request the 
Congress to make uniform the benefits payable to disabled veterans 
under Public Law 877, 80th Congress, as contained in H. R. 52: to 
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request legislation to make policies of United States Government life 
insurance and national service life insurance incontestable for fraud 
unless asserted by the Veterans’ Administration within 2 years (H. R. 
1261) ; to request amendments to Veterans Regulations to provide a 
presumption of service connection for malignant tumors (H. R. 45) 
and tuberculosis other than pulmonary (H. R. 46); and to request 
legislation to prohibit the severance of a service connection which has 
been in effect 10 or more years (H. R. 463 and H. R. 628). 

We shall oppose with all the vigor at our command any efforts to 
increase either administratively or by legislation the interest rates on 
Veterans’ Administration guaranteed home or business loans. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE VA 


We have heard much of the survey of the Veterans’ Administration 
made by Booz, Allen & Hamilton and have familiarized ourselves with 
its recommendations. Long before its release and at our national 
convention held in Boston, Mass., last August, we passed a resolution 
which certainly indicates familiarity with the fact that the Booz, 
Allen & Hamilton report would markedly restrict the service to the 
disabled veterans, tear down the present structure of the VA and all 
without any proof of real savings in the cost of administration. This 
resolution is interesting for no other reason than it shows the DAV, 
my organization, in convention assembled was and is alert and aware 
of the continued attacks against the VA and that the delegates indi- 
cated in no uncertain terms our organization’s determination to fight 
such a program to the end. Let me read part of this resolution into 
the record: 


DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, 1952 CONVENTION REHABILITATION RESOLUTION 381 


Whereas the extended activities of the many groups designed to reorganize the 
Veterans’ Administration have reached the point where definite action is now 
contemplated. At great cost surveys have been completed, including sections of 
the Hoover report and the latest prepared by the firm of Booz, Allen & Hamilton; 

Whereas it is clear that a move is under way and action expected momentarily 
that will destroy the entire structure of the Veterans’ Administration as we know 
it. This will mean that the several services will be operated separately and 
independently—such as the Claims Service, Medical Department, Education and 
Training, Loans, Insurance, etc.—all unrelated, meaning that the term “Veterans’ 
Administration” will be abolished. The number of offices for the several services 
will be reduced to a fraction of the present setup. The veteran will no longer re- 
ceive complete service under one department but rather must pursue multiple 
agencies for separate benefits ; 

Whereas this is a return to a similar system in operation prior to the merger 
creating the Veterans’ Administration shortly after World War I. The new plan 
will prove costly and inefficient to the Government, multiply red tape and create 
long delays to the veteran and his dependents receiving their just benefits; 

Whereas we urge that essential services involving the disabled which include 
medical, outpatient, and hospital, claims and administrative services remain 
intact: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That this convention authorize and mandate its officers to seek such 
legislation or to act otherwise with the hope of forestalling such reorganization 
and that all facts in connection with this proposed moved be made available to 
the entire membership by complete publication in the Semimonthly. 


We think that the answer to the Booz, Allen & Hamilton report, 
the answer to the recommendations of the Hoover Commission, the 
Hoover Commission’s task force, the Trundle Engineering Co., and 
the Citizens Committee for the Hoover Report can be found in the 
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reorganization plan of the Veterans’ Administration as produced by 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs and his staff. We feel that 
this recent reorganization plan of General Gray contains much of the 
meritorious suggestions of all these surveys and studies and at the 
same time it is clear and evident that the Administrator and his staff 
have not lost sight of the grave import: ince and the magnitude of the 
task assigned to the Veterans’ Administration by Congress and which 
can be recognized in one comprehensive phrase “service to America’s 
war veterans” W hich ean only be accomplished by proper administ ra 

tion of all laws benefiting veterans. 

We are familiar with General Gray’s reorganization plan and we 
are indeed pleased with his determination to retain and uphold the 
present general structure of the Veterans’ Administration. Certainly 
the DAV approves his recognition of the importance of the regional 
offices in their present location. It is the regional office as now consti- 
tuted which grants most of the benefits to the veteran and his depend- 
ents. The recional ofkic e brings the VA to the veteran. A reduction 
of these offices to 10 centers shorn of most of their authority would 
go far toward the ruination of the service and the destruction of 

the VA. 

Why should the serviceman in uniform hear so much about the value 
and virtues of unification of the services only to learn on his return to 
civil life of the proposed disintegration of the VA into a scattered 
and di like taal mess—and all under the guise of economy and 
efficiency. 

General Gray’s recognition of and familiarity with the entire VA 
program and his identification and division of the ‘ ‘product lines” into 
their basic departments, medical, insurance, and veterans’ benefits must 
be accepted as an effort to improve the operation and efficiency of the 
VA without reduction in service to the veteran and his dependents. 
We are sincere in our belief that his plan as submitted is superior to 
those plans previously submitted by professional surveys. 

Certainly the Disabled American Veterans desire that General 
Gray’s organization program be given a fair trial and the support of 
all groups honestly concerned in the rehabilitation of our war vet- 
erans. It does not mean that we subscribe to this new reorganization 
plan without reservation. In fact, I can assure this committee that 
the DAV will continue its primary interest in the care of our wartime 
disabled, his widow and dependents and, as ever, reserve the right to 
offer fair, honest, and constructive criticism of the VA when we feel 
circumstances require it and where errors of omission or commission 
are interfering with the proper application and distribution of ben- 
fits under the law. 

Before concluding I would like to state that our organization will 
ask the Congress for a supplemental ap propriation of $15 million for 
the hospital and medical service of the Veterans’ Administration to 
operate on for the balance of this fiscal year. When this bill reaches 
the floor of the House we will need your support. 

Il ag ain wish to thi ank the committee for inv iting’ me here tod: ay and 
I assure you that my entire staff will always be available to testify on 
the various matters we have just discussed. 

Listed below are DAV resolutions adopted or reaffirmed at the 1952 national 
convention of the DAV held in Boston, Mass., August 10-16, 1952, together with 
the number of House bills pending before the Veterans’ Affairs Committee: 
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Housing Resolution No. 838: Extension and liberalization of direct loan au- 
thority of the Veterans’ Administration, H. R. 27 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Legislative Resolution No. 156: Requesting legislation to provide a service 
connection for injuries incurred en route to induction. H. R. 345 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Legislative Resolution No. 371: Requesting legislation authorizing a system 
of judicial review of certain decisions of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. 
H. R. 1994 by Mr. Evins. 

Legislative Resolution No. 384: Requesting corrective legislation for the pur- 
pose of uniformity in the rates of disability and death compensation. H. R. 43 
and 44 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 34: Requesting an increase in the present burial 
allowances. H. R. 47 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 51: Requesting an amendment to Public Law 
S77, 80th Congress, to make dependency allowance benefits uniform among all 
service-connected disabled veterans. H. R. 48 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 110: Requesting legislation to provide a 


pre- 
sumption of service connection for tuberculosis other than pulmonary. H. R. 46 
by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 131: Requesting an amendment to Public Law 
346, 78th Congress, to insure proper review of disability status of persons dis 
charged from the armed services. H. R. 40 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 198: Requesting legislation to prohibit the 
severance of a service connection, except for fraud, which has been in effect for 
10 years. H. R. 463 and 628 by Messrs. Kearney and Teague, respectively. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No, 199: Requesting legislation to establish a pre- 
sumption of service connection for malignant tumors developing to a 10 percent 
or more degree of disability within 2 years foliowing separation from active 
service. H. R. 45 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 209: Same as Legislative Resolution No. 38-4. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 224: To provide that policies of United States 
Government life insurance and national service life insurance shall be incon- 
testable for fraud unless asserted by the Government within 2 years following 
issuance or reinstatement of a policy. H. R. 1261 by Mr. Kearney. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 232: Requesting legislation to extend the delim- 
iting date, July 25, 1956, to those veterans who have been precluded from apply- 
ing for training under Public Law 16 by reason of chronic service-connected 
disabilities requiring prolonged hospitalization. H. R. 462 and 630 by Messrs. 
Kearney and Teague, respectively. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No, 244: Requesting legislation to provide chiro- 
practic treatment in Veterans’ Administration hospitals and on an outpatient 
basis. H.R.54 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 279: Requesting legislation to permit claims 
for waivers of insurance premiums. H. R. 547 by Mr. Philbin. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 308: Requesting legislation to provide assist- 
ance to certain World War I disabled veterans in purchasing an automobile 
under the same terms and conditions as veterans of World War II and of 
service on and after June 27, 1950. H. R. 42 by Mrs. Rogers. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 388: Requesting legislation to prohibit the 
reduction of any rating of total disability or permanent disability which has 
been in effect for 25 years or more. Appropriate bill to be introduced. 

Rehabilitation Resolution No. 381: To oppose all efforts to reorganize the 
Veterans’ Administration by transfer of essential functions to other executive 
departments. H.R.1291 by Mr. Multer. 


RESOLUTIONS FROM PREVIOUS CONVENTIONS REAFFIRMED AT THE 1952 
NATIONAL CONVENTION 


‘ro provide increases in the rates of death compensation payable to certain 
widows and children of World War I, World War II, or of service on and after 
June 27,1950. H.R. 461 by Mr. Kearney. 

To provide office space and stenographic assistance to the accredited repre 
sentatives of certain veteran organizations. H. R. 498 by Mr. Lane. 

To provide additional compensation for the loss of hearing. H. R. 260 and 
264 by Mr. Elliott. 


The Cuamrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Commander, for a very 
fine statement. 
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I am sure you feel. LS I de . that the Korean war has been called a 
nolice action. and to take the men out of the Veterans’ Administration 
hospital and put ther private hospitals under the Public Health 


Service would mean treat r them as if they were police officers 
ra in soldiers and veterans. 


Mr. Mine. We certa gree with you there, Madam Chairman. 
I have with me today r Director of Claims, Mr. Cicero Hogan, 
Assistant Legislative Director, Mr. Charles Foster. 

Both are very fine men. I know of their activities, 


Mr. Mine. If the re a yuestis 3. we 1 ld be glad to answer 


[The CHatrmMan. Are there anv quest 3; that the committee would 


und ask the questions later 


Mr. Hacen. In this stat nt on page 4 of opposition to efforts to 
se t st te veterans’ loans, would you give us the 
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ginally calls for, a the interest rate as set by the Adminis- 
‘ator of the Veterans’ Administration. In other words. the veteran 
day is paying more than what 414 percent would be. 

I ‘ ot wish to get { Lc ‘oversy al out the t'o-percent rate, 
ecause Our organization is mandated to attempt to make this work 

i straight 4-percent basis, but we do have in our resolutions—and 
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ize: “Extension and liberalization of direct-loan authority of the 
Veterans’ Administration.” The Chairman has introduced H. R. 27 
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\dministration. This would break the deadlock without having to 
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increase the interest rate and still stay within the purpose and intent 
of the original GI bill. 

Mr. Hacen. In response to what pressures that this discount pro- 
vision and other provisions come from the lenders of the money ¢ 

Mr. Mina. Here is the odd position that the lender is placed 
Take any and many of the large lending institutions throughout the 
United States that make these loans. They can invest their money in 
tax-exempt Government bonds and draw 2.3 to 2.7 percent interest, 
which actually yield more than they can by lending money at 4 percent 
on a loan-guaranty basis to the GI, so if you were a lender what would 
you do? You do not have to worry about a foreclosure proposition. 

Mr. Hacen. They control these requirements; is that it ¢ 

Mr. Mine. Actually, I think what it is, there are two branches of 
our Federal Government competing with each other, and one is not 
sure what the other is doing. You find one branch of our Govern- 
ment offering bonds and another branch guaranteeing loans at 4 per- 
cent. 

Mr Hacen. Your organization urges the more expanded direct- 
loan basis like the State of California has? 

Mr. Mine. You are very familiar with that program, and so am 
I. In the State of California you build a home and get a loan at 3 
percent interest, and the State makes a tidy sum. If that is the means 
of breaking this deadlock, I think the rights and privileges of our 
veterans should come first. ‘The California plan is not new. It has 
been in existence since 1923. It was created for World I veterans and 
has shown there is a tidy profit at 3 percent interest. 

Mr. Aparr. You make it quite clear, Commander Ming, that your 
organization views with considerable skepticism, to say the least, 
certain of these Veterans’ Administration reorganization plans as 
proposed. I take it, then—and this is to clarify our thinking—that by 
and large you do not favor the suggestions made in Booz, Allen & 
Hamilton report ? 

Mr. Mina. Definitely not. 

Mr. Aparr. And you do not favor the reorganization plan as pro- 
posed by the so-called Hoover Commission report 4 

Mr. Mine. That is right. 

Mr. Aparr. But you do favor the reorganization plan proposed by 
General Gray last. November ? 

Mr. Mine. That is right in most casses. May I call on our Director 
of Claims to answer that? 

Mr. Apatr. Let me suggest that I would like very much to discuss 
specific titles of that with the members of your staff. 

And a final point is, on page 5 of your statement you quote from a 
resolution of your 1952 convention. Do I read that correctly, begin- 
ning in the third line from the bottom, to mean that you feel that if the 
Booz, Allen & Hamilton recommendations, for example, were carried 
out, that we would even do away with the title “Veterans’ Administra- 
tion”? Does your organization mean that literally? 

Mr. Mine. I would not think that would be the literal interpreta- 
tion. I was not on the resolutions committee at that time. 

Mr. Apair. I am glad you clarified that, because it did seem to me 
to be a very extreme statement. 

Mr. Mine. That is erroneous. Thank you for bringing that to our 
attention. 
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I am sure you feel, as I do, that the Korean war has been called a 
police action, and to take the men out of the Veterans’ Administration 
hospital and put them in private hospitals under the Public Health 
Service would mean treating them as if they were police officers 
rather than soldiers and veterans. 

Mr. Mino. We certainly agree with you there, Madam Chairman. 

I have with me today our Director of Claims, Mr. Cicero Hogan, 
and our Assistant Legislative Director, Mr. Charles Foster. 

The Cuatrman. Both are very fine men. I know of their activities, 
as do the other members. They never stop working. 

Mr. Mrne. If there are any questions, we would be glad to answer 
them. 

The Cuamman. Are there any questions that the committee would 
like to ask now, or would they rather wait and ask the questions later 


on ¢ 


Mr. Hacen. In this statement on page 4 of opposition to efforts to 
increase the interest rate on veterans’ loans, would you give us the 
reason for that position ¢ 

Mr. Mine. Yes, Congressman Hagen. Primarily it stems from the 
fact that at each convention our organization has gone on record 
in some form of a resolution asking that the Veterans’ Administration 
be allowed to work out a program that will do what Congress in- 
tended when they first made this benefit possible. So far, and as I 
understand the latest report of General Gray, there are 30,000 Vet- 
erans’ Administration loans made a month. But what is not covered 
in that statement is the percentage of those loans that are not made at 
4 percent interest. It might, on the surface, be a 4-percent proposition, 
but under the present means of getting the final financing a builder 
has to increase his selling price because most of these loans contain 
a 114-percent service charge, 1144 percent of the original loan total, 
plus a 5-percent discount. 

Assume that there was a $10,000 loan : If you had this 5-percent dis- 
count, which is required to sell it to the final lender, and the 144-percent 
service charge, that amounts to $650 that the builder has to pass on 
to the veteran. He cannot assume that and stay in business. When 
that occurs the veteran has to pay in addition to 4 percent interest the 
$650, whether it be in the form of a discount or service charge. Now 
if you take that same loan over a 20-year basis and increase the interest 
to 4% percent it would be $320. So under our present 4-percent for- 
mula, unless you can get a direct loan through the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration, but very few are made in western areas, you are actually 
penalizing the veteran to the tune of about $330 above what the law 
originally calls for, and under the interest rate as set by the Adminis- 
trator of the Veterans’ Administration. In other words, the veteran 
today is paying more than what 414 percent would be. 

I do not wish to get into a controversy about the 4%-percent rate, 
because our organization is mandated to attempt to make this work 
on a straight 4-percent basis, but we do have in our resolutions—and 
this appears on the first page of our supplemental report—this lang- 
uage: “Extension and liberalization of direct-loan authority of the 
Veterans’ Administration.” The Chairman has introduced H. R. 27 
to extend and liberalize the direct-loan authority of the Veterans’ 
Administration. This would break the deadlock without having to 
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increase the interest rate and still stay within the purpose and intent 
of the original GI bill. 

Mr. Hagen. In response to what pressures that this discount pro- 
vision and other provisions come from the lenders of the money ? 

Mr. Mina. Here is the odd position that the lender is placed 
Take any and many of the large lending institutions throughout the 
United States that make these loans. They can invest their money in 
tax-exempt Government bonds and draw 2.3 to 2.7 percent interest, 
which actually yield more than they can by lending money at 4 percent 
on a loan-guaranty basis to the GI, so if you were a lender what would 
you do? You do not have to worry about a foreclosure proposition. 

Mr. Hagen. They control these requirements; is that it ¢ 

Mr. Mine. Actually, I think what it is, there are two branches of 
our Federal Government competing with each other, and one is not 
sure what the other is doing. You find one branch of our Govern- 
ment offering bonds and another branch guaranteeing loans at 4 per- 
cent, 

Mr Hacen. Your organization urges the more expanded direct- 
loan basis like the State of California has? 

Mr. Mine. You are very familiar with that program, and so am 
I. In the State of California you build a home and get a loan at 3 
percent interest, and the State makes a tidy sum. If that is the means 
of breaking this deadlock, I think the rights and privileges of our 
veterans should come first. The California plan is not new. It has 
been in existence since 1923. It was created for World I veterans and 
has shown there is a tidy profit at 3 percent interest. 

Mr. Aparr. You make it quite clear, Commander Ming, that your 
organization views with considerable skepticism, to say the least, 
certain of these Veterans’ Administration reorganization plans as 
proposed. I take it, then—and this is to clarify our thinking—that by 
and large you do not favor the suggestions made in Booz, Allen & 
Hamilton report? 

Mr. Mina. Definitely not. 

Mr. Aparr. And you do not favor the reorganization plan as pro- 
posed by the so- called Hoover Commission report 4 

Mr. Mina. That is right. 

Mr. Aparr. But you do favor the reorganization plan proposed by 
General Gray last November ¢ 

Mr. Mina. That is right in most casses. May I call on our Director 
of Claims to answer that ? 

Mr. Apatrr. Let me suggest that I would like very much to discuss 
specific titles of that with the members of your staff. 

And a final point is, on page 5 of your statement you quote from a 
resolution of your 1952 convention. Do I read that correctly, begin- 
ning in the third line from the bottom, to mean that you feel that if the 
Booz, Allen & Hamilton recommendations, for ex: umple, were carried 
out, that we would even do away with the title “Veterans’ Administra- 
tion”? Does your organization mean that literally? 

Mr. Mine. I would not think that would be the literal interpreta- 
tion. I was not on the resolutions committee at that time. 

Mr. Aparr. I am glad you clarified that, because it did seem to me 
to be a very extreme statement. 

Mr. Mine. That is erroneous. Thank you for bringing that to our 
attention. 








70 1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


The Carman. Thank you very much, Mr. Commander, for a very 
fine statement, and good luck to you for what you are doing. Do you 
think you can come back to us later ? 

Mr. Mine. Oh, yes. Let us know, and we will be glad to come 
back at your convenience. Thank you very much. 

The Carman. The gentleman from Ohio has a very pleasant 
duty. 

Mr. Ayres. Madam Chairman, members of the committee, and 
citizens, I assure you it is an extreme pleasure to introduce a com- 
mander of the AMVETS who is not from my district. A year ago 
the man who had the honor of serving in that capacity was from my 
district, and he learned so much from the AMVETS he thinks he 
should be in Congress. 

The present national commander of AMVETS, Commander Mar- 
shall E. Miller, comes from Mr. Springer’s district in Illinois. He 
has a background of being a lawyer, a leader in the community and 
the Nation, and judging from the background he has presented to me 
and knowing of the kind things Congressman Springer has had to 
say about him, I have felt that the greater the leader, the briefer the 
introduction need be. 

I give you Commander Miller. 

The Cuarrman. We are delighted to have you here, Commander 
Miller. 

Mr. Mitier. Thank you. It is a pleasure to be here. 

The CuHarrMan. Please be seated. 


STATEMENT OF MARSHALL E. MILLER, NATIONAL COMMANDER 
OF AMVETS 


Mr. Mitier. I would like to thank you, Madam Chairman and 
members of the committee, for the opportunity to appear before your 
committee to present our legislative program for 1953. 

I would like, with your permission, to insert a digest of our resolu- 
tions so that I would not take up the time of a busy committee to read 
them. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection it is so ordered and will appear 
at the end of your statement. 

Mr. Mitier. Before proceeding with our statement, we desire to 
express sincere gratitude to the members and staff of the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs for the excellent cooperation and assistance 
rendered to AMVETS during the past year. Our organization long 
ago became aware that the present veterans program is the direct 
result of the efforts of this group and its predecessors. We are cer- 
tain that your continued careful study, nonpartisan approach, and 
constructive criticism on all matters affecting veterans will maintain 
and preserve the great rehabilitation programs provided by a grateful 
people to their war veterans—thus assuring a program which will 
always be a credit to the Nation. 

AMVETS have made a careful study of many matters affecting 
veterans and their dependents. Our national convention resolutions 
cover in some manner every major program of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration. They are concerned with compenastion, pensions, educs 
tion, housing, rehabilitation, insurance, veterans preference in public 
employment, and Veterans’ Administration medical _ services. 
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Because of its extreme importance, we desire to dwell on the latter 
subject and touch only briefly on the remainder of our resolutions. 

Among our resolutions are recommendations calling for: 

A fair test for the Korean GI bill with no amendments to that act 
until such time as it has been given a chance. 

An amendment to Public Law 23 of the 82d Congress to give veter- 
ans a reasonable time to come back into the national service life insur- 
ance program. 

Elimination of legislation which permits service-connected disabil- 
ity to be a deterrent in the obtainment of national service life 
insurance. 

Amendment to Public Law 23 of the 82d Congress which would 
give veterans of service since June 27, 1950, more time to take out 
contract insurance. 

We think a most important matter is the retention of the 4-percent 
interest rate on GI home loans. If it is increased, you are taking away, 
actually, a benefit, and putting veterans on a par with the balance of 
the public who did not render the service to their country that they 
did. There has been what amounts to a sit-down strike on the part 
of moneylenders who are requesting an increase in interest rate. The 
demand for the higher priced homes of $20,000 and over has been 
satisfied, and the veterans who have been waiting to purchase their 
homes are going to be prejudiced by virtue of being prudent if the 
rate goes higher. 

We think there should be additional legislative authority for Vet- 
erans’ Administration supervision of contractual relationships be- 
tween veteran purchasers and sellers in order that veterans might get 
a full dollar’s value for a dollar spent. We think there should be a 
l-year guaranty on homes built under the GI loan program. This 
would give the veteran some assurance that he is buying a sound 
house, and he would have some recourse if a leaky basement or other 
defects due to faulty construction should develop within a year. And 
we think there should be an extension of the direct VA loan ciees am 
with sufficient funds for successful operation. 

There should be a continuation of the Employ the Physically Handi- 
capped Week. 

We feel there should be restrictions on veterans preference so as to 
require a passing grade and 10 percent disability before preference 
is granted. 

We will be prepared to offer testimony on these and related issues at 
the call of the chairman. 

With reference to Veterans’ Administration reorganization, 
AMVETS believe that the Veterans’ Administration can be operated 
with economy, efficiency, and wisdom. However, the present system 
of management within the Veterans’ Administration has failed to 
divide staff and line responsibility. This outmoded management 
plan has created voluminous instructions, too many organizational 
units, lack of delegation of authority, lack of initiative, and a multi- 
tude of misunderstandings. After repeated congressional inquiry, 
repeated private management recommendations, and repeated public 
demand, the Veterans’ Administration now proposes to change its 
system. While this is commendable, it demonstrates most clearly that 
the Veterans’ Administration itself in the past has had very little 
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long-range planning. It has been operating too much from crisis to 
crisis. ; 

We are very hopeful that the recent action of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration in deciding to change its organizational pattern to a major 
product system will be the forerunner of administrative decisions 
designed to make the Veterans’ Administration a greatly respected 
Government agency. Certainly an agency administering benefits for 
19 million veterans and their dependents—almost one-third of our 
population—requires the most up-to-date administrative methods and 
procedures. J 

We are pleased that the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs has planned 
hearings on this subject. When those hearings are held, AMVETS 
would appreciate the opportunity to appear and present detailed 
testimony on Veterans’ Administration reorganization. 

The Veterans’ Administration’s medical program is of major con- 
cern to our organization. 

We have established as a major legislative priority, adequate ap- 
propriations for the Department of Medicine and Surgery of the 
Veterans’ Administration. Never in our history have we been so 
alarmed by any situation as that now existing within the Veterans’ 
Administration Medical Service. In the face of repeated public state- 
ments that veterans will receive “second to none” medical care, we 
have seen the finest medical program in the world become diluted, stag- 
nated, and tottering on the brink of disaster. This deplorable situa- 
tion is a direct result of unrealistic, hasty and ill-conceived economy 
attempts—attempts which on one hand provide funds for new Veter- 
ans’ Administration hospitals and on the other hand take away funds 
to properly operate existing facilities. And even more important, we 
are deeply concerned at the whittling away of the veterans medical 
program without even taking into account congressional investiga- 
tions and consideration by this committee, the Veterans’ Committee. 

Last year we witnessed legislation by appropriation which has 
greatly weakened a program that has been established, nourished, and 
maintained by this committee for many years. AMVETS have made 
a nationwide survey to determine the effects of this action. Briefly 
this is what we found: 

Very low morale in Veterans’ Administration hospitals. 

Wholesale dismissals of well-qualified scientific personnel. 

Resignations of well-trained technicians and rumors of more to 
come. , 

Reductions of operating room space. 

Reductions in funds for vitally needed new equipment. 

Breakdown of the consultant services. 

Curtailment of the Veterans’ Administration medical research pro- 
grams. 

Loss of 2,800 beds at a time when Korean war veterans demand more 
and more beds. 

Prolonged hospitalization; a delay of surgical operations; and 
fewer veterans treated. 

The cost of veterans hospital care increased. 

Curtailment of laboratory and diagnostic tests. 

Entire new wards in Veterans’ Administration hospitals unopened 
because of lack of funds. 
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I;xtensive medical equipment lying dormant and unused. 

Hometown medical treatment programs for service-connected dis 
abilities severely curtailed. 

Dental-care program on the verge of elimination. 

Neuropsychiatric patients having longer periods of hospitalization. 

Admission to Veterans’ Administration neuropsychiatric hospitals 
virtually stopped. 

Qualified scientists, surgeons, outstanding physicians, and consult- 
ants in the Veterans’ Administration dr ifting away. 

Evidence of very little planning in the placement of Veterans’ 
Administration hospitals. 

Teaching and residency program of physicians curtailed to such an 
extent that it is either eliminated or not effective in many hospitals 
throughout the country. 

Equal adverse effects on service-connected and non-service-con- 
nected veterans alike. And public demand for a clear-cut congres- 
sional policy decision on this matter for the future. 

The findings brought out in AMVETS survey become much more 
significant when dovetailed with specific examples from specific areas 
of the country. I have seen a large number of them in traveling over 
the country. I would like to call your attention to one particular 
State. 

In New York, a report made by the senior medical consultants group 
to the deans committee to the Veterans’ Administration hospital in the 
Bronx established conclusively that a cut of 105 personnel has resulted 
in serious curtailment of medical services which the hospital had been 
rendering. We feel this report to be typical in varying degrees of a 
nationwide situation. We believe it clearly indicates the present pos- 
ition of the Veterans’ Administration Medical Service. 

sriefly, it states that 125 beds were closed. The surgical service 
suffered the loss of 3 out of 8 operating rooms which could not be 
staffed. Orthopedic surgery was reduced by 50 percent; plastic sur- 
gery by 60 percent. The backlog of patients awaiting operation in the 
surgical service has shown a definite increase. Curtailment of valu- 
able laboratory and diagnostic tests cut down on care of medical 
patients. The psychiatric service was formed to reduce its facilities 
for shock treatment by 33 percent, and its bed capacity for the care 
new acutely disturbed mental patients, including Korean battle 

vasualties, by 50 percent, or half. 

As an example of false economy, an X-ray therapy machine costing 

$350,000 stands idle because no funds are available to hire pe .rsonnel 
for its operation. Only 6 of the 8 available X-ray diagnostic rooms 
can now be used, resulting in delay in diagnosis, increase in bed-days, 
and cost for each patient. Four hundred-odd paraplegics in the area 

who depend on this hospital for surgical treatment for recurrent pain, 
urinary infections, skin ulcers, and so forth, are all “seriously and 
dangerously affected.” A special tuberculosis service just completed 
at a cost of $100,000 is not in use because of lack of funds and per- 
sonnel intended for its operation. 

We are well aware that a controversy exists on the subject of non- 
service-connected hospitalization and perhaps this fact has had much 
a“ do with cuts in the VA medical services. However, it must be 

‘ealized that a blanket reduction in funds without a change in basic 
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policy has equally adverse effect on service-connected and non-service- 
connected patients alike. 

I think there can be no question but that this survey shows the 
dire results of the cut in the VA program. er 

The followup clinic for the purpose of continuing treatment of 
veterans, initiated while they were bed patients, had to be closed, thus 
depriving many cancer patients, for instance, of followup X-ray 
treatments, some of which were terminated when only half finished. 
Patients with heart trouble have been deprived of the opportunity to 
have frequent important adjustments of their medications. Other 
patients have been deprived of periodic examinations for signs of 
reactivity of tuberculosis. Supervision following brain operations, 
so important during convalescence, has been curtailed. Finally, the 
mandatory curtailment of 40 percent of the visits by consultants and 
attendant physicians means that a patient who formerly was seen each 
weekday by one or more senior physicians will receive less care from 
older and more experienced members of the staff. The senior medical 
consultants in New York have thus concluded that the effect of dis- 
missing the 105 full-time employees from that hospital has, and I 
quote, “inevitably diluted the quality of medical care,” “prolonged 
hospitalization,” “delayed treatment,” and “increased cost of patient 
care. 

In consideration of this question, we would like to point out that, 
of 107,000 patients in all VA hospitals, 35 percent, or approximately 
37,000 patients, are service connected. Another 10,000 are non-service- 
connected tuberculosis patients. Another 27,000 have non-service- 
connected mental or neurological disabilities: another 32,000 have 
non-service-connected general medical and surgical conditions, and 
of this number it should be assumed that at least 10,000 have chronic 
diseases such as cancer, heart trouble, and so forth. We believe it 
to be self-evident that very few, if any, of these individuals who are 
on the non-service-connected rolls would be financially able to pay 
for their own long-term hospitalization. 

While AMVETS favor hospitalization benefits for all needy war 
veterans, we believe the controversy of service-connected versus non- 
service-connected hospitalization to be dwarfed by an overriding 
necessity to eliminate inferior medical care to any veteran. When 
this basic principle is endangered and affects men disabled in war, 
AMVETS feel that this committee, which is charged with the pro- 
tection of veterans’ benefits, should lead the way to a solution of the 
problem. 

To this end we earnestly request that the Congress immediately 
restore $15,000,000 into the appropriation for the Department of 
Medicine and Surgery of the Veterans’ Administration. To do less 
will permit the continued deterioration of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion medical program. 

In addition to this action we further request this committee to 
undertake an immediate detailed investigation of the status of VA 
medicine. We urge you to call public hearings and to go into the 
overall subject of VA medical care, requirements for admission to 
VA hospitals, need clauses, non-service-connected hospitalization, 
and in fact every possible avenue of approach. 

AMVETS stand ready to offer testimony if such hearings are held. 
Upon the conclusion of an investigation of this nature, we are certain 
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that the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs will arrive at the conclusion 
that has been arrived at by every major veterans’ organization; name- 
ly, that the VA medical program is a needed service that has been 
provided by a grateful nation to care for its war disabled, that non- 
service-connected disabled needy veterans must have medical care, 
that the people of the Nation demand the maintenance of this pro- 
gram, and that this program can be operated within the Nation’s 
economy. 

For our part, AMVETS feel that the Congress should declare a 
public policy that the VA medical program must be strengthened, 
maintained, expanded, and perfected. A clear-cut policy statement 
in this vein would do much to repair the deplorable damage already 
made manifest. We are extremely hopeful that you will see fit to 
take this action as a priority course of business. 

I think that concludes my report at this time. 

The CHairman. Thank you for a very interesting statement. I 
am particularly interested in your findings regarding the hospitals. 

I think it is very unfortunate that the ‘Appropriations Committee 
finds it necessary to cut the authorizations, and I think in the last 
appropriation bills certain Members of the House voted for cuts 
without realizing it would hurt the hospital program. 

Mr. Minier. I think that is true. 

The CuarrmMan. I am very sure Members voted in error. I think 
you will agree with me that some of the people previously in the 
Veterans’ Administration seemed to take great delight in hurting 
Veterans’ Administration programs now that they are out of the VA. 

Mr. Miniter. We have noticed that. 

The Cuatrman. That has happened in at least two instances. 

Mr. Miter. It isa great aren to veterans. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right; it is a great disservice to veterans. 
Instead of building up, they are hebeaibe to tear down services to the 
veterans in every way possible, and I am very sure you do not want 
to turn over the hospitalization of veterans to the department of public 
health or to civilian hospitals. Is that right? 

Mr. Mitier. That is right. 

The CuHatmrman. And you are fighting against this program of turn- 
ing VA hospitals over to other agencies that are glad to take them 
over. I think other committees are anxious to take over many of our 
prerogatives and duties. 

Mr. Mriuer. We oppose it, as do other veterans’ organizations. 

The CHatrMan. I think, if we fight together, we will win. 

Mr. Mitier. I would like to introduce to the committee Dave 
Schlothauer, our executive director, and Rufus Wilson, who is in 
charge of our service department. 

The Cuarrman. We bother them a lot. They are very fine, we 
know. 

Mr. Aparr. Madam Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Apair. I might simply say, having an eye on the clock that I 
wanted to point out that cntiin in your statement you came out for 
a one year guarantee on homes built under the GI loan program. 

Mr. Mixer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Aparr. As you are aware, that has been a matter under discus- 
sion in this committee. A major problem in that connection is the 
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question of enforcement. How are you going to protect the rights 
not only of the veterans but of the builders and the financial institu- 
tions / 

Mr. Mitzer. I thought the most expedient way would be to have the 
Administrattor of the Veterans’ Administration enpowered to pass 
on contracts. If there were any breach of contract, you would have 
the facilities of the civil courts in actions for breach of contract or 
declaratory judgement. 

Mr. Aparr. Then, if a veteran considered himself aggrieved, he 
would go into a court of his community and say, “Here is a contract”? 

Mr. Mitirr. Yes, “Here is a contract that has been violated.” And 
he would ask the jury for damages, and I believe he would get a ver- 
dict. 

Mr. Apatr. He would employ his own counsel at his own expense? 

Mr. Mitier. Yes; on a contingent-fee basis, I hope. I think 
counsel in most parts of the country are considerate of the needs of 
veterans. 

Mr. Apatr. A man could consider himself aggrieved, but counsel 
might entertain some doubt on the question and might not feel enough 
assurance as to the result to take the case on a contingent-fee basis. 
You might ask your staff to let us have your thinking on that. 

The CHatrman. Judge Mack. 

Mr. Mack. You are not asking for medical care in the supplemental 
appropriation ¢ 

Mr. Mitirr. The budget has asked for $5,000,000 to finish the con- 
struction of new hospitals and to staff them. 

The Cuarman. My understanding was the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration was going to ask for a supplemental appropriation but per- 
haps was stopped by the budget. 

Mr. Mittrer. We think an independent bill will be necessary for 
restoration of the cut last year. 

The CuarrMan. I put in a bill, H. R. 28, for additional money for 
hospitals, and I have appointed a Hospitals Subcommittee with ‘Gen- 
eral Kearney as chairman of it. 

Perhaps you would like to know the chairmen of our various sub- 
committees ? 

Mr. Miter. Yes. 

The CHArrman. Mr. Adair is chairman of our Subcommittee on 
Administration and Finance in the Veterans’ Administration. 

Mr. Radwan, of New York, is chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Compensation and Pension. 

Mr. Springer, of Illinois, is chairman of the Subcommittee on Edu- 
cation and Training. 

General Kearney is chairman of the Subcommittee on Hospitals. 

Mr. Ayres, of Ohio, is chairman of the Subcommittee on Housing. 

Mr. Prouty, of Vermont, is chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Insurance. 

And Judge Mack, of Washington, is chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Spanish War. 

Mr. FretIncuuysen. Madam Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

Mr. Frevincuvysen. I would like to ask a few questions on the 
importance of eliminating inferior medical care to veterans. 
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Is it your belief that it is solely the cut in appropriations which has 
resulted in the specific cases of inferior medical care to veterans? Con- 
nected with that question, was the survey your organization, made 
solely to determine whether the cut in appropriations had resulted in 
damaging the service to veterans, or was it an overall survey of the 
functioning of the services? 

Mr. Miter. It was actually both, but we wanted to see primarily 
if there was any deterioration in service because of the cut. We found 
the dire results were due largely to the cut and due to the feeling of 
insecurity, because these people can make more money in private life. 

Mr. Frevincuvysen. It works both ways. I understand private 
hospitals feel the Veterans’ Administration hospitals are drawing 
their personnel away. It is your feeling that the cut in appropria- 
tions has resulted in inferior care? 

Mr. Miuier. Yes. I understand private hospitals can furnish hous- 
ing for doctors and nurses, which the Veterans’ Administration 
cannot. 

Mr. Frevincuvuysen. But the cut was not the reason they do not 
furnish housing ¢ 

Mr. Mruer. No. 

Mr. FReLINGHUYsEN. Your survey was broader than simply an 
examination of what has happened due to the cut in appropriations ¢ 

Mr. Miter. That is correct. 

The CxarrMan. It seems tome Admiral Boone is a very fine medical 
director, and he has dedicated the balance of his life to the Veterans’ 
Administration. I am receiving hundreds of letters from veterans 
in hospitals speaking of the kind of care they get. They are not criti- 
cizing the doctors’ care. 

Mr. Mutter. No. The doctors are doing a fine job, long hours and 
inadequate money. I do not say, given sufficient funds, they are not 
the finest in the world. 

The Cuairman. And they are constantly trying to take away doc- 
tors from the Veterans’ Administration. I think that is being done 
to hurt the veterans’ care in order to get them in civilian hospitals, 
which is a dastardly thing to do, in my opinion. 

Mr. FrevincuvuyseNn. The impression | got from Commander Mil- 
Jer’s statement was that there may be problems other than those 
resulting from the cut in appropriations. All the problems he men- 
tioned could not have resulted simply from a cut in appropriations 
unless it was a question of morale. 

The Cuarrman. | think the cuts might affect the morale. I think 
the doctors are fine. 

Mr. Murer. They are. 

The Cuatrman. And I do not believe Commander Miller intended 
to create the impression they are not. 

Mr. Mitier. That is right. They are very fine. Some of the cuts 
have caused them to look for secur ity elsewhere. It is a morale ques- 
tion in part, too. 

Mr. Fretincuvuysen. Do you know what percentage reduction the 
last cut represented in total funds available for hospital services? 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Wilson, can you answer that ¢ 

Mr. Wirson. I do not know the exact percentage, but I know they 
appropriated a great deal for construction and the opening of new 
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hospitals. I think the House cut was greater than when it came out 
of the Senate, and when it came out of conference there was still 
$31 million cut. This cut kept the Veterans’ Administration from 
getting new equipment, opening hew W ards, and in some instances they 
had to cut their home-care program by 50 percent, In 27 States we 
found a backlog of from 6 or 8 to 12 months on the dental care pro- 
gram. Sothe whole program, as a result of this cut in appropriations, 
which has followed other cuts, has directly resulted in a cut in vet- 
erans’ care. 

Mr. Fretincuvysen. Some of the illustrations you furnished us 
are so drastic it almost seems as if most of the money needed to prop- 
erly operate the hospitals had been taken from them. You do not 
have percentage figures ? 

Mr. Witson. No. 

The Cuarrman. Later on Admiral Boone will appear before us. 

Mr. Hacen. Have you made any comparison of mental or psychiat- 

hospitals of the Veterans’ Administration with psychiatric State 
institutions 4 

Mr. Mitxer. I believe both are doing a good job. There were some 
equipment shortages in VA hospitals resulting in a reduction of shock 
treatments and other treatments that were valuable in research work 
and treatments. 

Mr. Hacen. The American Psychiatrics Society or association has 
certain standards as to the number of patients per institution, and I 
was wondering if you had made any comparison between the veterans’ 
facilities and those standards in private State institutions / 

Mr. Miiuer. I was told they were making a study of the Lllinois 
hospitals and were trying to do what they could to study and recom- 
mend approved tec ‘hnical assistance. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Mitier. Thank you. 


Digest OF RESOLUTIONS AbOoPTED BY AMVETS EIGHTH ANNUAL NATIONAL 
CONVENTION, GRAND RAPIDS, MicH., AvUeust 2ZS—31, 1952 


1. Resolved, That the AMVET aviation policy as approved at the seventh 
annual national convention, which called for a continued policy on a national 
level of keeping America supfeme in the air, be reestablished by the eighth 
annual national convention convened in Grand Rapids, Mich. 

2. Be it resolved, That AMVETS go on record as not only favoring supremacy 
in military aviation but also call upon the aviation committees of the Govern- 
ment to cooperate with the aviation industry to achieve and maintain leader- 
ship in civil aviation. 

3. Be it resolved, That we AMVETS eall upon the Government of the United 
States to establish programs which will educate the youth of America regarding 
the various fields and opportunities in aviation so that we will accumulate a 
vast reserve of young men and women with primary knowledge of aviation. 

4. Be it resolved, That the Congress be urged to reconsider Public Law 550 
of the 82d Congress and establish flight training on an equal basis with other 
educational training programs. 

5. Resolved, That AMVETS expresses its complete opposition to the CAA to 
changing the phonetic alphabet, to changing from the statute mile to the nau- 
tical mile, to changing temperature readings from Fahrenheit to centigrade, 
and to changing altimeter readings from inches of mercury to millibars, and 
requests the CAA and CAB to question all of the various legitimate aviation 
organizations representing airlines, pilots, and fixed-base operators on the merits 
of recommendations for proposed changes suggested by the ICAO rather than 
adopt such changes without reference to the wishes of these groups, or against 
their wishes. 
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6. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States recognize that civil 
defense must be considered a permanent part of the governmental structure, 
constituting the fourth arm of defense of our country, bearing equal importance 
to the Army, Navy, and Air Force, for the express purpose of planning and 
coordinating civil-defense programs of the various States. 

7. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States immediately initiate 
legislation to create a permanent office of Secretary of Civil Defense which shall 
operate as an independent civilian agency with rank equal to the offices of 
Secretary of Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

8. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States immediately make 
available the funds necessary to carry out the program of civil defense, including 
the cost of training and the purchase of equipment necessary to support the 
civil defense program at the State and local level, with the same urgency as 
the military program. 

9. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge all AMVET posts to assist in recruiting 
blood donors in cooperation with their local Red Cross chapters. 

10. Resolved, That AMVETS oppose the passage of Senate bill 1140 of the 
82d Congress which is concerned with the establishment of a proposed Federal 
Department of Health. 

11. Resolved, That VA mental hospitals be enlarged, or if necessary new ones 
established, in crder to give necessary care and treatment to all veterans who 
become mentally ill. 

12. Resolved, That domiciliary care centers be established and located at 
medical centers near large metropolitan areas and furnished with the proper 
appliances and conveniences for paraplegic, blind, and other complicated dis 
ability cases. 

13. Resolved, That counseling service be extended to the paraplegics, blind, and 
other complicated disability cases with the view of obtaining job placement 

14. Resolved, That AMVETS urge the National Research Council to evaluate 
therapeutic methods and results of treatments of Dr. Robert E. Lincoln. 

15. Be it resolved, That we continue to urge adequate appropriations for vet 
erans’ hospitalization program. 

16. Be it resolved, That the Congress should pass legislation appropriating 
funds to the several States for aid in training of medical, dental, nursing, and 
technical personnel. 

17. Be it resolved, That a Federal Board of Hospitalization should not be 
established. 

18. Be it resolved, That AMVETS should closely study the forthcoming report 
of the Magnuson committee and take any appropriate action. 

19. Be it resolved, That we strongly urge the continuation of the Deans com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Administration Medicine. 

20. Be it resolved, That we reaflirm the necessity for the continuation of re 
fresher courses for doctors who are acting on adjudication boards of the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

21. Resolved, That Veterans’ Administration hospitals reserve a greater per 
centage of existing bed space exclusively for the use of service-connected cases, 

2°. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge Congress to provide the necessary funds 
to properly staff the Veterans’ Employment Service of the Department of Labor 
and, further, that additional personnel be added to the Veterans’ Employment 
Service to take care of the large number of veterans now entering the labor 
market as well as those seeking the services of this agency. 

23. Be it resolved, That, in view of the fact that 1.2 million veterans have been 
discharged since July 1, 1950, and another million will be released during each 
of the next several years, AMVETS recommend that the Congress of the United 
States appropriate the necessary funds so that the United States Employment 
Service and its affiliated State employment services can provide effective job 
counseling and employment placement services for veterans. 

24. Be it resolved, That AMVETS recommend a program of joint veterans’ 
group committees in each community and on the State level so that there will 
be a job searching and reporting committee to increase the number of job open- 
ings that can be assembled and reported to the public employment offices where 
veteran job applicants can get priority in referral. 

25. Be it resolved, That AMVETS recommend the continuance of the observ- 
ance of the National Employ the Physically Handicapped Week and urge all 
departments and posts to actively support this program. 

26. Be it resolved, That, in view of the return of approximately 1 million vet- 
erans each year to the labor market, a substantial number of whom have statu- 
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tory rights to their old jobs and other related benefits, AMVETS recommend 
adequate support to the Veterans’ Reemployment Rights Bureau so that there 
may be no delay in the reinstatement of these veterans into their jobs. 

27. Be it resolved, That, in view of the fact that title IV of the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 was intended for the purpose of rehabili- 
tating the unemployed returning veteran who, because of his service in the 
Armed Forces, may not be eligible for State unemployment insurance benefits, 
and, further, because of the lack of time, Congress was not able to study all of 
the sections of this act to insure the carrying out of the intent of Congress, 
AMVETS recommend that an immediate study be made by the veterans’ organi- 
zations, the Bureau of Employment Security, and the State employment security 
agencies for the purpose of recommending to Congress the legislation necessary 
to effectively implement this program. In addition, AMVETS recommend that 
Congress immediately appropriate funds to insure that there will be no delay 
in the payment of benefits under the provisions of this law. 

28. Be it resolved, That, because it is essential that a final ruling be made by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the committee recommends that the 
national legislative director be authorized to join with the American Legion, the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the Disabled American Veterans in requesting 
the Supreme Court of the United States to receive the case of George Huffman, 
indivdually and on behalf of a class y. Ford Motor Company and the CIO for 
its review and determination. 

29. Be it resolved, That veterans’ preference points on all Federal examina- 
tions be granted after the fulfillment of the minimum qualification requirements. 

30. Be it resolved, That 10-point preference on Federal examinations be granted 
only to those veterans having established the existence of service-connected dis- 
ability compensable under the regulations of the Veterans’ Administration or 
other governmental agencies. 

31. Be it resolved, That, because the administrative penalties provided by the 
Civil Service Commission are not sufficient to eliminate violations, the Congress 
of the United States be requested to enact legislation to provide a penalty for 
the knowing or willful violation of the Veterans’ Preference Act of 1944, as 
amended, and the Classification Act of 1949, as amended. 

32. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States reenact legislation 
restricting to veterans those positions which were formerly included under the 
provisions of section 3 of the Veterans’ Preference Act of 1944, as amended. 

35. Be it resolved, Vhat the Appiication of Federal Employment (Form 57) be 
revised so that question 30 reads as follows: 

“Since your 16th birthday, have you ever been convicted, fined, imprisoned, or 
placed on probation in any criminal proceedings?” 

34. Be it resolved, That a vote of confidence be given to Government employees 
as a whole on the honesty shown in the accomplishment of their responsibilities 
in the exceedingly humerous varieties of work performed by them for the Nation 
in general and that notification of such vote of confidence be submitted to the 
Congress of the United States. 

35. Be it resolved, That the present numerical rating system of the Civil Service 
Commission be maintained. 

36. Be it resolved, That no reduction of retirement benefits upon optional re- 
tirement after 30 years of service by Government employees be made. 

37. Be it resolved, That the Civil Service Commission be urged to study, and 
complete said study within a year, the advisability of reclassifying stenographic 
and secretarial positions with the view of establishing higher qualifications and 
classification grades commensurate with and in direct relationship with the 
responsibilities performed by the supervisors of such positions. 

38. Be it resolved, That the legislative bill pertaining to the selection of 
supervisory personnel, as proposed by the Civil Service Commission and presented 
to the Congress of the United States, be supported in the proper congressional 
committee. 

39. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States be strongly urged to 
maintain the present retirement system of Federal employees and to oppose any 
and all attempts to place Federal employees under the coverage of a social- 
security program. 

40. Be it resolved, That the AMVETS support the United States Civil Service 
Commission in any appropriate action which will provide funds for satisfactory 
execution of its delegated and assigned authorities and responsibilities basic to 
veterans’ rights, benefits, and privileges. 
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41. Be it resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be granted 
the additional manpower necessary to complete frequent and thorough inspection 
of all agencies, thereby guaranteeing the rights of veterans. 

42. Be it resolved, That the previous stand on the reclassification of hospital 
attendant positions be reaffirmed and that the United States Civil Service 
Commission be urged to complete a classification study within a reasonable 
period of time. 

13. Be it resolved, That, since the use of the rider system to pass legislation 
circumventing the serious work of the appropriate congressional committee set 
up for such basic legislation is becoming more and more prevalent in the 
Congress, AMVETS oppose the use of the rider technique. 

44. Be it resolved, That all available means be used by AMVETS to acquaint 
the individual members and the voter of the inherent evils of such legislative 
methods. 

45. Be it resolved, That AMVETS oppose any and all attempts to weaken the 
privileges and benefits accorded to veterans by the Veterans’ Preference Act 
of 1944 or other legislation. 

46. Resolved, That the War Claims Commission be commended for its efficient 
work and sympathetic understanding of the problems of our comrades who are 
prisoners of war. 

47. Resolved, That contact offices of the Veterans’ Administration be main- 
tained and expanded where the load and distance requirements necessitate. 

48. Resolved, That the AMVET State departments and service officers be 
aware of the opportunity inherent in lessening of veterans’ services by the VA 
and whenever possible expand their services so as to cushion the impact of this 
lessening of veterans’ services by the VA. 

49. Resolved, That the VA investigate facilities which may be present with 
other Federal agencies so as to take up the slack in veterans’ services. 

50. Resolved, That AMVETS favor amendment to Public Law 23 of the 82d 
Congress which will allow veterans of World War I and World War II the 
privilege of purchasing United States Government life insurance and national 
service life insurance, provided that the period in which such insurance can be 
applied for shall be a reasonable time following the date of enactment of legis- 
lation carrying out this provision. 

51. Resolved, That AMVETS, following the enactment of legislation point 1, 
which is that veterans shall be allowed the privilege of reapplying for Gov- 
ernment insurance, recommend that AMVETS national headquarters spearhead 
an educational program throughout the country to make veterans aware of their 
entitlement under insurance laws. 

52. Be it resolved, That AMVETS support legislation amending existing vet- 
erans’ insurance laws so as to preclude the existence of a service-connected dis- 
ability as a bar to applications for reinstatement for such insurance. 

53. Be it resolved, That veterans who are entitled to contract insurance fol- 
lowing discharge under Public Law 28 be allowed a reasonable time to purchase 
such insurance. 

54. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge the Congress of the United States to 
establish a select committee of both Houses for the purpose of conducting a 
complete study of labor-management relations to the end that needed revisions 
may be made in the National Labor Management Relations Act of 1947 as a 
result of careful study and hearings of both sides and not of hasty and ill- 
considered deliberations under pressure from special interests or groups. 

55. Be it resolved, That AMVETS go on record as asking the Congress of the 
United States and the National Labor Relations Board to enact legislation and 
promulgate regulations which would effectively deny certification of any union 
as collective bargaining representatives if any of its officers or agents are known 
as members of, or agents of, the Communist Party or of subversive groups, or if 
such officers or agents have refused to answer questions before any congressional 
committee as to such membership in, or action in behalf of, the Communist 
Party or other subversive group. 

56. Be it resolved, That the National Labor Relations Board and the Depart- 
ment of Justice be urged and requested to institute criminal suit against any 
person who has willfully submitted false affidavit that he is not a member of the 
Communist Party or other subversive group. 

57. Resolved, That AMVETS urge the Congress of the United States to restore 
the $3 million in the budget of the United States Civil Service Commission to 
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provide for an adequate staff in each regional office to carefully review appli- 
cations for specific jobs in their area. 

58. Resolved, That the Congress of the United States enact legislation to pro- 
vide that the Retirement Act of 1930, as amended, be further amended to provide 
for voluntary retirement, with no reduction in pension compensation, for all 
Federal employees, veteran and nonveteran (preference eligibles and other 
employees) completing 30 years of creditable service. 

59. Be it resolved, That AMVETS recommend to the Senate of the United 
States that a regular standing committee known as the Senate Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee be established in the United States Senate. 

60. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge the Congress to extend the Defense 
Production Act of 1950 with sufficient teeth to make it work, until such time as 
the dangers of uncontrolled inflation and Communist aggression subside. 

61. Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States declare the Korean 
conflict and any similar hazardous duty a period of service for full veterans 
status 

62. Resolved, That all citizens of the United States 18 years of age or over be 
given the right to vote. 

63. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge the establishment of a civil commission 
made up of members of the several congressionally chartered veterans organi 
zations and Gold Star wives and mothers to administer and maintain national 
cemeteries beyond the control of the Armed Forces. 

64. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge the Department of Defense to institute 
one central bureau of purchases for the procurement of all items of military 
supply which are of substantially the same design or for substantially the same 
purpose 

65. Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be urged to issue an 
invitation to the President-elect to sit as an ex officio member of the Cabinet and 
as a conferee on all Presidential functions during the period between his certi- 
fication by the Electoral College and the date of his inauguration, in order that 
he may enter his new office as fully advised of national affairs as may be possible. 

66. Be it resolved, That Congress enact proper legislation so that a newly 
elected President of the United States shall be permitted to sit in on all govern- 
mental functions performed by the President wherein our national security is 
involved, being in effect an ex officio member of the Cabinet of the United States. 

67. Resolved, That AMVETS urge the enactment of proper legislation to 
abolish the Electoral College system of electing the President of the United States 
and to substitute in its place a system whereby the President of the United States 
will be elected by the popular vote of the people. 

68. Resolved, That AMVETS go on record as opposing the destroying of the 
U.S. S. Hartford and petition the Navy Department to return it to Mobile, Ala., to 
be preserved as an historical shrine. 

69. Be it resolved, That the Veterans’ Administration be given authority by 
amendment to title 3 of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 to supervise 
the contractual relationship between the veteran purchaser and the seller. The 
Veterans’ Administration should be specifically authorized to require the con- 
tracts used by veteran purchasers in the purchase of new homes, incorporate the 
plans and specifications on which the Veterans’ Administration bases its guar- 
anty for a loan. The Veterans’ Administration should be authorized to require 
protective features in the contract relating to closing costs and specific per- 
formance as to the date of delivery. 

70. Resolved, That sales contracts on GI home loans should include specific 
guaranties that all materials be free from defect and that the following systems 
be guaranteed for 1 year: Heating, plumbing, electrical fixtures, roofing, sewage 
systems, cesspools or sept ic tanks. 

71. Resolved, That the sales contract on GI loans should stipulate that the 
dwelling has been erected in accordance with the minimum construction stand- 
ards of the VA and in accordance with local building codes where such codes 
are applicable. 

72. Resolved, That GI loan contracts should provide that no deviations will 
be made from the plans or specifications incorporated in a contract except upon 
written consent from the VA, the purchaser, and the seller. 

73. Be it resolved, That the Congress, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
and the Civil Service Commission support a program which will provide civil- 
service ratings and appropriations sufficient to attract for the GI loan program 
competent professional employees in the fields of appraisal, land planning, archi- 
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tectural design, and building inspection with salaries for this work being con- 
sistent with those in private industry. 

74. Be it resolved, That the Veterans’ Administration be given authority by 

amendment to title 3 of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 to furnish 
the veteran who has an application for a certificate of eligibility for a GI loan 
with a booklet explaining the entire operations of the VA loan guaranty pro 
gram, including the responsibility of the veteran, the builder, and the seller 
This booklet should explain all terms used in real-estate transactions and should 
warn the veterans of structural defects and of dangers of trick sales contracts, 
sharp real-estate practices and all the other inadequacies of the general loan 
guaranty program as it has developed since its inception. 
75. Be it resolved, That title 3 of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 
be amended to establish a basis for the purpose of eliminating the conflicts be 
tween the personal interest of VA loan guaranty officials and the interests of 
the Federal Government. This amendment should specifically contain a pro 
vision which will effectively prevent the acceptance of gifts and gratuities by 
Veterans’ Administration employees and from persons doing business with the 
Veterans’ Administration and should limit the outside activities of Veterans’ 
Administration employees in real-estate activities, construction, and lending 
companies, When such activities tend to conflict with the interests of the Govern 
ment 

76. Resolved, That the Congress and the Veterans’ Administration take steps 
to impress upon loan-guaranty officials that the GI loan program is a veterans 
program, primarily intended for the benefit of the veterans and is not a builder 
and lender program 

77. Be it resolved, That AMVETS urge the local governing bodies of each city 
and county in this country to pass adequate legislation prior to September 30, 
1952, requesting the continuance beyond that date of Federal rent control in their 
communities if the prevailing local situation demands it. 

78. Be it resolved, That AMVETS commend the work of the Teague committee 
established by House Resolution 93 in February of 1951, chairmanned by Con- 
gressman Olin Teague of Texas, which had as its purpose successful evaluation, 
investigation, and studies of alleged abuses in loan-guaranty provisions of World 
War II veterans housing legislation. 

79. Be it resolved, That the servicing, or cost of servicing, GI loans be absorbed 
by the United States Government so that the ultimate purchaser of one or more 
of a block of such loans from any agency of the government or any originating 
lending institution be assured of a 4 percent return. 

SU. Be it resolved, That private lending institutions be paid by the government 
a fee for servicing GI loans originating and held in such institution, said fee not 
to exceed one-half of 1 percent of the remaining unpaid balance of the loan. 

81. Be it resolved, That only trained and qualified preexamined personnel be 
used by the VA and Loan Guaranty Division, or retained by them on a fee basis. 

82. Be it resolved, That the Government should appoint a committee composed 
of qualified members of nationally chartered veterans organizations, the National 
Association of Home Builders, and other related associations of home builders, 
financing agencies, and congressional housing committees, the purpose of said 
committee to be the review of specifications and requirements for the proposed 
construction under the GI loan program, additions or deletions of or to said 
articles in such specifiications to be handled by this committee which will work 
toward a goal of better housing, sounder construction and lower cost to veterans 
and said committee to determine if the present rejection of loans by various 
lending institutions is attributable in its entirety or partially to the interest rate 
now in effect. 

83. Be it resolved, That the Government guaranty on GI loans be raised from 
its present limitation to 100 percent 

84. Be it resolwed, That credit restrictions be eased on homes purchased 
through the GI program up to the $15,000 bracket 

g5. Be it resolved, That attorneys be selected from a list to be furnished by 
local bar associations or any list deemed proper by the Government, to be paid 
by the Government on a fee basis to examine and close all deals involving GI 
loans, 

86. Be it resolved, That immediate action be taken to expedite the processing 
of GI loans. 

87. Be it resolved, That an immediate fixation be made to the Veterans’ Ad 
ministration of the responsibility of the evaluation and inspection of homes 
purchased under the GI program so the veteran can be reasonably assured that 
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he is getting value received for purchasing a home under these conditions, speci- 
fications to be identical to those now used by the Federal Housing Authority. 

88. Be it resolved, That legislation be strictly enforced which would prohibit 
the recurrence of alleged and rumored side payments by either the purchaser 
or the seller in the acquisition of housing by the veteran under the GI program. 

89. Be it resolved, That the Veterans’ Administration refuse to process any 
applications involving a builder known to have been guilty of faulty construction, 
nonperformance of contract, or nonadherence to specifications and other loan 
deals involving GI financing. 

90. Resolved, That AMVETS go on record demanding that States take action 
as soon as possible to insure all citizens, otherwise eligible, the opportunity to 
vote in order to exclude limitations on absentee voting. 

91. Be it resolved, That AMVETS go on record requesting the State Depart- 
ment to investigate serious charges of Communist affiliation and if found to 
be true, to take the necessary and appropriate action of declaring Dr. Emil Weil 
of Hungary persona non grata. 

92. Be it resolved, 'That every immigrant residing in the United States and 
all persons entering the United States from now on, be examined as to their 
intentions and fitness, and that unless there is valid reason otherwise that they 
be required to become American cittzens within a reasonable time to be deter- 
mined by Congress; otherwise that they be subjected to deportation: Provided, 
however, That this not apply to political refugees who intend to return to their 
native land at such time as conditions there make it practical or possible. 

93. Resolved, That we urge our Government to set up a foolproof screening 
system to prevent any further undesirable persons from entering our country. 

94. Be it resolved, That we favor legislation granting a 15-percent increase 
across the board to all veterans having a compensable rating from the Veterans’ 
Administration which is presently evaluated at less than 50 percent. 

95. Be it resolved, That we favor revision of Veterans’ Administration regula- 
tions which would grant a 60-day rebuttal period for non-service-connected vet- 
erans whose award is proposed to be withdrawn by the VA. 

96. Be it resolved, Tuat we reaffirm our position calling for equalization of 
death benefits for World War II and Korean widows as compared to benefits 
paid to widows of World War I veterans. 

97. Be it resolved, That we recommend the employment of a full-time or part- 
time medical consultant, within the national service department, to further im- 
plement the service program of the national organization, provided that this 
medical consultant shall be accredited as a representative of AMVETS. 

98. Be it resolved, That we recommend that the Veterans’ Administration 
abolish the present system of issuing informational bulletins, technical manuals, 
and other material reference to policy and revert to the system of putting all 
changes, policies, and procedures in the VA regulations formerly known as 
R & P, and R & PR’s. 

99. Be it resolved, That we recommend the enactment of legislation requesting 
that the first $10,000 of income received by widows from veterans commercial 
life insurance be waived and not counted as income in cases of non-service-con- 
nected benefits. 

100. Be it resolved, That we recommend that legislation be enacted enabling 
veterans who have been continuously hospitalized since the end of World War II 
and therefore unable to avail themselves of the training benefits under Public 
Law 16, be allowed a 4-year extension of time to apply for training under 
Public Law 16. 

101. Be it resolved, That we recommend that veterans be allowed a period of 
1 year from the date of awards of 50 percent or more compensation to present 
proof of marriage or dependency which will entitle them to increased monetary 
allowances pursuant to Public Law 239. 

102. Be it resolved, That we recommend decentralization of death claims to 
the regional office level of the Veterans’ Administration. 

103. Be it resolved, That we recommend that Public Law 3800 of the 78th 
Congress be amended to provide that all military personnel who suffer injury 
while reporting for examination ordered by the service department be compen- 
sated for all injuries or disabilities incurred while en route. 

104. Be it resolved, That we recommend that the Armed Forces of the United 
States institute an educational program urging veterans to apply for compensa- 
tions and other veterans benefits to which they might be entitled at the date of 
discharge. 
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105. Be it resolved, That we recommend the enactment of legislation providing 
for a 2-year presumptive period for compensation purposes for psychosis and, 
in so doing, we emphatically urge that once service connection is granted for a 
disability, thereby implying that this disability was incurred in service, that 
compensation be payable by the Veterans’ Administration. 

106. Be it resolved, That we recommend the enactment of legislation providing 
for a 15-percent increase in compensation to all widows of service-connected 
veterans who have no other dependents. 

107. Be it resolved, That we recommend that the Veterans’ Administration 
take administrative action in order that it might maintain uniformity in rating 
board procedures. 

108. Be it resolwed, That we recommend that all ratings made by the Veterans’ 
Administration on individual veteran claims show whether or not that veteran 
has had combat service or whether or not he was a former prisoner of war. Also, 
we recommend that at all times the Veterans’ Administration make absolutely 
certain that all disabilities are recorded on the rating sheet. 

109. Be it resolved, That we ask that the Veterans’ Administration give par- 
ticular consideration to dates, places, and types of service in the consideration 
of adjudication of neuropsychiatric claims. 

110. Be it resolved, That we ask that the Armed Forces change their admin- 
istrative procedures so as to make absolutely certain that a claimant applying 
for benefits in reference to discharge, retirement, or separation from the service 
be allowed adequate counsel, such counsel to include service officers of veterans’ 
organizations, 

111. Be it resolved, That we recommend that, when veterans are retired under 
Publie Law 351 and given severance pay and when they are subsequently awarded 
a compensable rating from the Veterans’ Administration for the same disability, 
the Veterans’ Administration reschedule for examination and reevaluation all 
such claims in order that the severance-pay period may be paid off and recouped 
as soon as possible and in order that the veteran might be allowed to draw 
Veterans’ Administration benefits at an earlier period than would otherwise be 
the case. 

112. Be it resolved, That we recommend that veterans’ insurance laws be 
amended to such an extent that managers of Veterans’ Administration hospitals 
will have the authority to take the necessary action to protect insurance rights 
of incompetent veterans. 

113. Be it resolved, That we recommend that the Veterans’ Administration 
recognize dependent parents of non-service-connected disabled veterans whose 
income limitations exceed the present rate of a single man but who do actually 
have a dependent mother or father, and we request regulations be changed to 
count dependent mothers and fathers in the income-limitation brackets. 

114. Be it resolved, That we recommend that legislation be adopted giving the 
boards presently set up under section 302 of Public Law 346 the authority to 
review all disability evaluation proceedings of disability evaluation boards when 
the retired person believes that the percentage of disability is not correct, thus 
eliminating a review by the same branch of service which formerly evaluated 
a disability and thus effecting a full-time Board of Physical Evaluation Boards, 
thereby formulating appeals procedure for persons retired under Public Law 351. 

115. Be it resolved, That we recommend the enactment of legislation amend- 
ing Public Law 351 in order that a veteran released by the Armed Forces prior 
to the enactment of such a law who has disability that was called to the atten- 
tion of the proper authorities prior to his separation from the service which 
would have qualified him for retirement be allowed to appear before a disability 
evaluation board and be given recourse to retirement procedures, 

116. Be it resolved, That we recommend that no mentally incompetent veteran 
so rated by the Veterans’ Administration be discharged from the VA hospital 
prior to the appointment of a guardian by the VA, thereby eliminating the prob- 
lem of an incompetent veteran, discharged from a hospital with funds held in 
escrow by the Veterans’ Administration, walking around the streets with no one 
to take care of him and no funds on which to live. 

117. Be it resolved, That the national legislative department of AMVETS con- 
tinue support of the library services bill which is now pending in Congress. 

118. Be it resolved, That there be no amendments in the educational provisions 
of Public Law 550 of the 82d Congress at this time due to the newness of the 
bill and due to the short time that it has been in effect. We feel that it should 
be given a period of time to prove its worthiness. At the end of the first year, 
if need be, technical amendments could be made. 
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119. Be it resolved, That after Public Law 550 has been in effect for a pre- 
scribed period of time, that national headquarters of AMVETS give considera- 
tion to a determination as to whether or not the intermediate amount of sub- 
sistence under this law should be increased. 

120. Be it resolved, That we find there is a definite shortage of doctors and 
nurses in the medical profession and we recommend passage of legislation grant- 
ing Federal aid to medical education 

121. Be it resolved, That an overall review be made of the minimum subsistence 
payments under veterans’ educational laws and that adjustments be made in these 
payments to conform with the cost of living based on the fiscal year with such 
adjustment in benefit payments being made on a fiscal year basis. 

122. Be it resolved, That an appropriate letter of appreciation be forwarded 
to Oliver Meadows, chief counsel to the House Committee to Investigate the 
GI Bill, for his outstanding efforts in obtaining passage of this legislation and 
for his complete cooperation with the national headquarters staff of AMVETS 

The CHarrmMan. We have one more very fine witness, Commander 

Chief Dan S. Hewitt, of the United Spanish War ee the 
only organization representing a war in which every man was a 
volunteer. 


STATEMENT OF DAN S. HEWITT, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, UNITED 
SPANISH WAR VETERANS 


Mr. Hewrrr. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

The CHarMan. We have known of you for years very favorably 
and are delighted to have you with us. Will you sit down. Judge 
Mack, of Washington, will be the chairman of your subcommittee. 

Mr. Hewrrr. Madam Chairman and honored members of the com- 
mittee, we thank you for allowing us to appear before you today rep- 
resenting our organization, the United Spanish War Veterans. 

As you, Madam Chairman, stated, we were a 100-percent volunteer 
organization. I daresay it was the only war in the history of the 
world fought entirely by volunteers, and we have been very, very 
proud of that fact. 

I would like to give you a little history of our Spanish-American 
War. The aoe ial period of the war was from April 21, 1898, until 
about July 4 4, 1902, a period of a little over 4 years. Of the troops 
engaged, about 61 percent saw foreign service. I think that is a 
larger percentage than in any other war service. From death, we lost 

little over 4 percent from various causes. 

Our pay was $15.60 a month. We had no allowances of any kind, 
and we received no benefits until about 20 years after the war, when 
they gave us hospitalization and a small pension if we could prove 
we were unable to earn a support. 

We appreciate very much what this committee and our Congress 
has done for us in the past, so we are not asking specifically for any 
increases in pensions for our men, but we are asking for a slight in- 
crease for our widows because most of them are having a very hard 
time getting by with what they are getting. 

So we are presenting a bill, H. R. 2574, which we pray will be 
favorably considered. As far as the men are concerned, we are asking 
that we be granted outpatient hospitalization treatment on the same 
basis as service connected. This request is represented in H. R. 2573, 
introduced for us by your gracious chairman. 

When we enlisted in 1898, we were sent down into mosquito-in- 
fested areas; the water was contaminated ; and in a very short time we 
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became infected with malaria, yellow fever, typhoid, and such diseases 
as that. In fact, the doctors used Spanish War veterans as guinea 
pigs in their studies of those diseases at that time. 

We are claiming that some of our men are still suffering from the 
effects of those diseases. As far as proving that as service connected, 
we cannot do it. Neither can the Government disprove it, for the 
simple reason that no proper records were kept at that time. Those 
of us who went to the Philippines immediately came into direct con- 
tact with smallpox, cholera, and even leprosy. We used to see lepers 
and people with smallpox walking around on the streets. Our first 
job in Manila was to get these people isolated. Most of our veterans 
have reached an advanced age. They are far removed from hospitals. 
When they suffer illness, their conditions are critical, and few can be 
admitted to VA hospitals; they cannot even reach them. Our leg- 
islative chairman, Judge Matthias, will present our case at your con- 
venience, and we do ask for your earnest consideration of this bill. 

In closing, I wish to say that we are favoring a bill—S. 36, I believe 
it is—to have a Veterans’ Committee in the Senate. We have also 
approved H. R. 380, which is to correct the service records of a few 
naval veterans. And, while we have no mandate to that effect, we 
are going to back up and approve in every way we can H. R. 23, which 
I believe has to do with converting the Veterans’ Administration into 
a department of the Government with a director of Cabinet status, 
That is something that I believe would be a very, very fine thing as 
far as veterans are concerned. 

We, being the older veterans of the country at an average approach- 
ing 80, we are not going to worry you very much longer. At the 
present time there are some 76,000 Spanish War veterans alive. They 
are dying at the rate of about 7,000 a year, so any benefits you vote for 
us will not cost very much. 

Now I have one further statement, and then I will be finished. 1 
would like to say ee the United on War Veterans main 
tain a headquarters here in Washington; and, if at any time any of 
you wish us to do savebee for you, or if you wish any information, 
we would appreciate it very, very much if you would call upon us. 

Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. You have always been very, very cooperative, and 
we are delighted to hear you, and if you are going to be here we will 
call on you again, and I think Judge Mack will be calling on you, too. 
I will insert at this point the two bills to which you made reference. 


[H. R. 2573, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide greater security for veterans of the Spanish-American War, including 
the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, in the granting of emergency 
hospital care by the Veterans’ Administration 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled, That Public, Numbered 62, Seventy- 
sixth Congress, approved May 3, 1939, as amended by the Act of September 19, 
1950, Public Law 791, Eighty-first Congress, is hereby amended by changing the 
proviso to read as follows: “Provided, That veterans of the Spanish-American 
War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine Insurrection, who are in 
need of outpatient treatment, shall, upon application for such outpatient treat 
ment by the Veterans’ Administration, be deemed, for the purposes of such out 
patient treatment, or for emergency hospital care incident to such treatment, to 
have incurred their diseases or disabilities as a direct result of military or naval 
service, in line of duty, during such war.” 
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[H. R. 2574, 88d Cong., 1st sess. ] 


A BILL To increase the monthly rates of pension payable to certain widows of deceased 
veterans of the Spanish-American War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the Philippine 
Insurrection 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 8 of the Act of May 1, 1926, as 
added by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944, (58 Stat. 107; 38 U. S. C. 364g), 
is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. & The rate of pension payable to widows and former widows under 
the provisions of section 2 of this Act, as amended, is hereby increased to $60 
monthly, and the widow or former widow who was the wife of the soldier, sailor, 
yr marine during the period of his service, as defined in section 2 of this Act, 
shall be paid a pension at the rate of $72 per month.” 

Sec. 2. Section 1 of the Act of June 24, 1948 (62 Stat. 645; 38 U. S. C. 364i), 
is amended by deleting the words: “authorized by section 4 of the Act of August 
7, 1946 (Public Law 611, Seventy-ninth Congress), as amended by the Act of 
July 30, 1947 (Public Law 270, Hightieth Congress)’, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: “prescribed by section 8 of the Act of May 1, 1926, as 
added by section 3 of the Act of March 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 107), as now or here- 
after amended (38 U.S. C. 364g), for a widow who was not the wife of the veteran 
during the period of his service”. 

Sec. 3. The rates provided by this Act shall be effective the first day of the 
second calendar month following its enactment. 


Mr. Hewrrr. Thank you. 

The CuatrMan. If there is nothing further to take up, the com- 
mittee will stand adjourned until the 17th, when the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars will be with us in force. 

Thank you very much, everybody. 

(Thereupon the hearing was adjourned. ) 





VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1953 


House or RepreseNnTATIVvEs, 
ComMMITTrEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Edith Nourse Rogers (chair- 
man) presiding. 

The CHatrMaNn. The committee will please come to order. The 
committee has met today to receive a statement from James W. Coth- 
ran, commander in chief, Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States, who is present with members of his staff and a very large dele- 
gation of members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, whom we are 
glad to have with us this morning. 

In addition to Mr. Cothran, the commander in chief, we have with 
us Omar B. Ketchum, director of the legislative service; Col. George 
H. Ijams, rehabilitation director; and Elmer Richter, director of 
claims, who are here with Commander Cothran. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES W. COTHRAN, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES; ACCOM- 
PANIED BY OMAR B. KETCHUM, DIRECTOR, LEGISLATIVE SERV- 
ICE; GEORGE H. IJAMS, RUOHABILITATION DIRECTOR; AND 
ELMER RICHTER, DIRECTOR OF CLAIMS 


The CHatrman. Mr. Ketchum, do you wish to present the com- 
mander to the committee ? 

Mr. Kercuum. Madam Chairman and members of the committee, 
may I say personally, as legislative director, that we are deeply appre- 
ciative of this special meeting which you have arranged to receive our 
commander in chief and national and department officers. 

We have asked one of the distinguished members of this committee, 
who happens to be well acquainted with our commander in chief, to 
oresent him to the committee. So at this time I would like to ask the 
onsesble Gen. B. W. (Pat) Kearney, past commander in chief of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, to present our commander in chief. 

The CuarrMan. We should be delighted to have Gen. B. W. Kear- 
ney present the commander in chief. 


STATEMENT OF HON. BERNARD W. (PAT) KEARNEY, A REPRE- 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


Mr. Kearney. Madam Chairman and ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, and my comrades of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States, it is a high privilege for me today to present to the 


SY 





90) 1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


committee a young veteran of World War II. At the last encamp- 
ment he was “elected commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States. He is a Navy veteran and that is the only 
thing I hold against him. |Laughter.| He is an attorney in his 
hometown. He is a graduate of the University of South Carolina and 
a director of Freedom Foundation. 

He is one of the most energetic young veterans in the country today 
and it is a high honor to present to this committee Jimmy Cothran, 
the commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. | Applause. | 

Mr. Cornran. Madam Chairman and members of this very fine 
committee, I want to take this opportunity at the very outset of my 
statement to express my very sincere appreciation of this special 
hearing today. Unfortunately I was precluded from participating 
in the meeting the other day when the other veterans organization 
represent itives were present and gave their program to you. I ap- 
preciate your taking time off from your very arduous duties to receive 
us this morning. It is a high compliment to my organization and I 
want sincerely to the oe each and every one of you. 

The CHamman. We are delighted to have you here, Commander 
I should like to request the members of our committee to rise and 
introduce themselves to this fine gathering and identify their con- 
gressional districts to you, before we begin our hearing. 

(The members of the Veterans’ Committee were the reupon each 
presented to the representatives of the Veterans of the Foreign Wars 
of the United States present in the committee room.) 

The CHamman. You may proceed, Commander. 

Mr. Cormran. You, no doubt, have observed that I am accompanied 
here this morning by a large group of our comrades. We are engaged 
in our conference of national officers and department commanders 
which is held in Washington each year. Department commanders 
and other officers from every State and Terr itory are here to represent 
the membership of their departments. Our national officers, national 
council of administration, and major national committees are also 
present. It isa real privilege for our officers to visit this committee in 
session. Iam proud of our officers and their leadership and am sure 
they reflect credit on our organization. I am sorry time will not 
permit each of them to meet and become acquainted with each of you. 

To the 14 new members of this committee, may I offer congratula- 
tions on your opportunity to serve. You have taken your places on 
a committee that is probably more important in the daily lives of 
millions of veterans than any committee in either branch of the Con- 
gress. The problems with which you will be confronted are involved 
and controversial and I hope that our organization can be of assist- 
ance. I know you will have valuable assistance and guidance from 
the experienced members of the committee, who have served with 
distinction in the 82d and prior Congresses. Although it is well 
known to those who have had previous service on the committee, I 
cannot resist bragging to the new members that my good friend and 
your colleague, Gen. B. W. (Pat) Kearney, isa past commander in 
chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. We are proud of his record, 
both as commander in chief and as a Member of Congress. Another 
of your colleagues on the House side and formerly a member of this 
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committee, James E. Van Zandt of Pennsylvania, was three times 
chosen as commander in chief of our organization. A total of 307 
Members of the Congress are veterans of the Armed Forces, and we 
are proud to number among our members many legislators who 
served overseas. I mention this to indicate our organization embraces 
a responsible membership and is a representative cross section of vet 

erans who have served their country in time of war on foreign soil 
or in hostile waters. 

Kach year our national encampment, which is the supreme govern- 
ing body in our organization, adopts resolutions. Before adoption, 
resolutions are referred to appropriate encampment committees for 
consideration and recommendation to the body of delegates. Our 
national legislative committee later reviews the adopted resolutions, 
wena power to change or delete, and formulates a positive pro 

cram. We believe national security should be the first concern of 
every citizen and, accordingly, have assigned top priority to resolu 
tions dealing with that subject. My remarks today shall be confined 
to problems that come under the jurisdiction of this committee. 


THE PROBLEMS 


The most important problem confronting this committee is cost— 
and you will receive plenty of free advice, mostly conflicting, in and 
out of the Congress. In other words, how much is our Nation spend- 
ing on the veteran benefit program; should the cost be increased; 
remain at about the same level: or be decreased? The answer is not 
easy and you have our complete sympathy in trying to find it. The 
pro and con pressures will be terrific but I am sure you will be faithful 
to your obligation and conscientious in your task. 

i am going to try to be helpful—here comes some of that free ad- 
vic e— by pointing out certain things which may or may not be ‘‘news” 
to you. First, I should like to point out that veterans, generally 
speaking, do not create the wars which create veterans. There’s an 
old saying, with much truth, that old men make the wars and young 
men fight them. Care of veterans is the aftermath of war and directly 
related to war. War is costly—so is the care of veterans. Avoid 
wars and you eventually eliminate veterans. This does not, of course, 
solve your problem of cost but it justifies a sympathetic and generous 
approach to the problem. 

Next, I think it is reasonable to make a comparison of some past 
and present costs of the veteran benefit program. Is the Nation 
spending more today on its veterans, in proportion to ability to pay, 
than in some e arlier decade of our history? Surprisingly enough the 
answer is “No.” How often do we hear someone say, often important 
persons, ‘th at we are developing so many veterans and the cost of their 
benefits are so heavy that we must do something about it —pretty 
soon all po will be veterans and they will be paying each other 
benefits? Let’s examine the facts. 

In the 1890's veterans represented about 3 percent of the total popu- 
lation of the United States. Today veterans represent about 13 per- 
cent of the population. Yet, in the 1890’s the Government was spend- 
ing a larger percentage of the national income on its 3 percent of the 
veteran popul: ition than the Government is spending today, out of 
national income, on its 13 percent of veteran population. It should 
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further be pointed out that in the 1890's the benefits available to vet- 
erans were mostly confined to military pensions, medical treatment 
of a sort, and some domiciliary care, compared to the wide range of 
benefits available today, including educational aid and training. So 
we have a yardstick to measure the present with the past. 

Let us examine another phase of the problem of cost. How much 
are we spending annually on veterans now and on what type of bene- 
fits is the money being spent? Are we putting first things first or 
are we shooting all over the lot with the taxpayers groaning and com- 
plaining about handouts to veterans? Yes, there are some persons 
who believe that all veterans are receiving pensions and free hospital- 
ization. I am sure we can all agree that veterans who are disabled 
by reason of service are entitled to first and major consideration when 
it comes to appropriations for veterans. I strongly suspect there are 
some who either forget, or selfishly ignore, this premise. 

After giving first consideration to the service disabled, what next ¢ 
Here is where we scatter out all over the landscape. Shall we give 
the next consideration to aged, destitute, and permanently disabled 
non-service-connected veterans in the form of pension assistance, hos- 
pitalization, and domiciliary care or should we place major emphasis 
upon educational aid and training for able-bodied veterans regardless 
of income, age, or previous educational attainments? If we can afford 
only to spend a limited sum of money on our veterans, where shall the 
emphasis be placed? Perhaps a few statistics on spending for vet- 
erans in recent years will help point up the issue. 


ANALYSIS OF SPENDING FOR VETERANS 


In a 6-year period, 1947 to 1952, inclusive, acording to the Veterans’ 
Administration, we spent a total of $1514 billion on hospitalization, 
outpatient care, compensation, and pensions’ for all veterans and/o 
their dependents. This includes veterans and dependents of all wars 
and peacetime service. In the same period of time we spent $1314 
billion for educational aid and training under Public Law 346 on 
World War II veterans. This does not include vocational rehabilita- 
tion under Public Law 16 for the service disabled. It may also be 
revealing to point out that the total cost of all benefits to World War I 
veterans, excluding hospitalization and outpatient care for which spe- 
cific costs are not available, but including the World War I bonus and 
insurance appropriations from the end of World War I to March 31, 
1952, amounted to $1614 billion, or only $3 billion more than the cost 
of educational aid and training for one group of veterans over a 6- 
year period. 

The value and desirability of educational aid and training assistance 
for able-bodied veterans is not questioned and the Veterans of For- 
eign Wars vigorously pioneered in requesting educational aid and 
training, particularly for those veterans whose education had actually 
been interrupted or delayed by reason of entry into the military serv- 
ice. We also believe the Government and the American people have a 
traditional obligation to render modest assistance to aged and desti- 
tute veterans who are unable to take care of themselves and their 
dependents. The fact that the Government is now providing educa- 
tional aid to veterans to enable them to earn more and theoretically 
become more useful citizens should not warrant neglect and intoler- 
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ance for those destitute and sick old veterans who did not receive this 
advantage. 

Inconsistency is developing among taxpayers, professional leaders, 
and among veterans themselves over the question as to where emphasis 
on spending for veterans shall be placed. Many of those who strongly 
advocate educational aid and training, with demands for an even 
more liberal program, take a dim view and shake their heads over the 
idea of the Government providing free hospitalization and modest 
pension assistance to our aged and destitute veterans. Former Presi- 
dent Truman may have unwittingly exemplified this inconsistency 
when he vetoed a bill granting increases in the payment of pensions 
to blind and helpless veterans amounting to about $9 million per year, 
on the grounds there should be no discrimination between veterans 
and nonveterans merely because the veteran wore the uniform of the 
Armed Forces in time of war. Later, Mr. Truman approved without 
question a bill granting educational aid and assistance to able-bodied 
Korean veterans regardless of financial circumstances, age, or pre- 
vious educational attainments which is estimated by the Veterans’ 
Administration to cost approximately $1 billion per year when the 
program gets into full swing. 

The problem, therefore, of how much money can we afford to spend 
on veterans and how it shall be expended is pointed up by some of 
the foregoing remarks. The solution is not to deny the one in favor 
of the other. Perhaps a reasonable approach to the problem might 
be to give consideration to charging the cost of educational aid and 
training to national welfare or to Federal aid to education rather 
than as a charge against the veteran benefit program. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


I have tried to point up the problem of costs and notwithstanding 
our appreciation of the task that confronts this committee, acting 
for the Congress, I consider it my duty as the spokesman for the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars to make certain specific recommendations. 
Our national legislative director, Omar b. Ketchum, will offer for the 
record, after I have concluded my statement, a digest of the current 
legislative program of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. I shall not 
attempt to discuss our entire program but will mention only a few 
of the things which we believe this committee and the Congress should 
carefully consider in the 88d Congress. 

1. An immediate deficiency appropriation of not less than $15 
million for the hospitalization, medical treatment, and outpatient 
care program of the Veterans’ Administration to restore the closed 
beds and lost services which have developed as a result of inadequate 
appropriations by the 82d Congress. It should be pointed out that 
dental treatment has been approved and authorized for thousands of 
veterans but the treatment cannot be applied because of lack of funds. 
The longer this treatment is postponed the more involved and costly 
it will become. 

2. Adjust the inequity in compensation payments created by the 
82d Congress when that Congress approved legislation granting a 
5 percent compensation increase to those veterans rated less than 50 
percent disabled while granting a 15 percent compensation increase 
to those veterans rated 50 percent or more disabled. The amount of 
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compensation payments are determined by the rate of disability and 
when a cost-of-living increase is granted the increase should be across 
the board. The gracious chairman of this committee has introduced 
a bill supported by the Veterans of Foreign Wars, identified as H. R. 
2575, which would correct the inequity in compensation payments 
created by the last Congress and would, at the same time, establish 
a uniform rate of payments in realistic amounts. 

4. Give careful consideration to increasing the present inadequate 
rates of pensions payable to the aged and permanently and totally 
disabled veterans of World Wars I and II. Perhaps the time has 
come to give consideration to a special pension program for the aging 
veterans of World War I. 

t. Give Public Law 550, the Education and Training Act for 
Korean Veterans, known as the Teague bill, an opportunity to prove 
its provisions before making any substantial changes. We recognize 
that some representatives of private institutions of higher learning 
are complaining that their schools are not receiving a fair share of 
the enrollment of Korean veterans because of the payment provisions 
of Public Law 550. We believe the number of Korean veterans pres- 
ently enrolled in colleges and universities do not constitute a valid 
test. The VF W supported the principle of direct payments to vet- 
erans and permitting veterans to make their own educational contracts. 
We see no reason at this time to recommend a change. 

The VFW is traditionally opposed to increasing the present 
4 percent interest rate applying to GI home and business loans. Our 
last national enc ampment again went on record opposing any increase 
in these interest rates and we strongly recommend to the Congress that 
where such loans are not available from private lenders at the 4-percent 
rate, consideration should be given to expanding the direct loan author- 
ization by the Veterans’ Administration. 

This concludes specific recommendations which I shall make in this 
statement but I would like to discuss another important problem con- 
fronting this committee, the national administration and the Veterans’ 
Administration. I refer to the much-discussed and highly contro- 
versial subject of reorganization in the Veterans’ Administration, 


REORGANIZATION OF VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION 


The Veterans of Foreign Wars has opposed and no doubt will 
continue to oppose certain aspects of reorganization in the Veterans’ 
Administration as recommended by the Hoover Commission and its 
task forces. We are unalterably opposed to the creation of a United 
Medical Administration wherein hospitalization and medical treat- 
ment for veterans would be transferred from the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration. We know from past experience that such a plan would result 
in interminable delays in hospitalization, medical treatment, outpa- 
tient care, and examinations for our veterans. 

I am sure this committee has knowledge of the fact that some 32 
years ago hospitalization, medical treatment, outpatient care, and 
examinations for compensation were handled outside of the old Vet- 
erans’ Bureau and resulted in such endless confusion and delays that 
President Hoover, by Executive order, consolidated all such activities 
dealing specifically with veterans under a Veterans’ Administration. 
It is almost unbelievable that more than 30 years later a commission 
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headed by former President Hoover would recommend that we go 
back to the same intolerable conditions which existed when he issued 
the Executive order. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars shall continue to insist that the Vet 
erans’ Administration be retained as a single agency dealing specifi 
cally with problems affecting veterans and/or dependents in their 
relations with the Federal Government. This does not mean that the 
V eterans of Kk oreign W ars he as op yposed, or is opposing in general, all 
of the recommendations of the Hoover Commission. We have ex 
pressed no opposition to any recommendations of the Hoover Com- 
mission except some of those which deal with veteran preference and 
the transfer of authority and activities from the Veterans’ Adminis 
tration to some other agency of the Federal Government. We doubt 
the wisdom of transferring the veterans’ home and business loan 
privileges from the Veterans’ Administration to the Federal Hous- 
ing Administration and we are apprehensive that the creation of 
separate insurance corporation would result in increased costs without 
increased efficiency. 

Our national staff has carefully studied the highly publicized Booz— 
Allen—Hamilton report on a survey and analysis of the Veterans’ 
Administration. There is some question in the minds of our staff 
members as to the value of this survey. We are of the opinion that 
the advisory staff to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs was 
available, ready and competent to prepare a workable reorganization 
at a savings of some $600,000—the cost of the Booz—Allen—Hamilton 
report—if they had been called upon to make such a recommendation. 
Weare gratified, however, that the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
was not persuaded to adopt the complete findings and recommendation 
of the report. 

Our national staff has also made a careful study of a proposed 
reorganization outlined by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
which was based, to some extent, on the Booz. Allen—Hamilton report. 
In view of the fact that the Administrator’s reorganization plan is 
the only specific proposal to change the existing VA organization 
structure, which, no doubt, is in need of some changes, we are willing 
to go along with the proposal but with certain reservations. When 
the Administrator’s reorganization plan was first proposed our reac- 
tion was somewhat unfavorable and in a letter to former President 
Truman we suggested that the reorg ranization be deferred until after 
January 20, 1953. This would give President Eisenhower and his 
advisers an opportunity to dec ‘de. c “~ anges in policy vy and future opera- 
tion. In suggesting that the Administrator’s reorganization plan be 
deferred we took the liberty of pointing out some of our objections. 

We pointed out that the Ac Iministrator’s proposed reorganization 
plan would, in effect, create duplication of services, substanti: ally 
increase the number of Assistant Administrators, or persons of equ: al 
rank and would move farther away from a functional type of adminis- 
tration in the Veterans’ Administration. Specifically, the plan would 
create 2 supply services, 3 engineering services, 4 budget and finance 
offices, and 4 personnel offices. It is difficult to believe such duplica- 
tion will actually result in either increased efficiency or economy. 
It seems to the Veterans of Foreign Wars that a return to a simplified 
functional operation of the Veterans’ Administration which existed 
for several years prior to 1945, with 1 or 2 changes, would result in a 
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more simplified operation with increased efficiency and substantial 
economy in administrative costs. 

Under the simplified functional type of operation which existed in 
the Veterans’ Administration prior to 1945 there was an Administra- 
tor, an Administrative Assistant or Deputy Administrator, three 
Assistant Administrators, and a Solicitor. All functions of the Vet- 
erans’ Administration were correlated with, or under the specific juris- 
diction, of those officers. The principal change which we would rec- 
ommend in this simplified system would be to create a fourth Assistant 
Administrator, or Director of Medicine and Surgery, under whom the 
hospitals, medical treatment, and domiciliary homes would be oper- 
ated. We believe this system operated efficiently and at a minimum 
of administrative costs. Any criticism directed at the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration follow ing our advent into World War II was not because 
of the simplified « - functional type organization but rather because 

the Veterans’ iaeinietnetian was given no priority or standing among 
defense agencies in the matter of ms unpower, supplies, orc onstruction. 

The Veterans’ Administration during the early part of World War 
II helplessly watched their manpower, doctors, nurses, technicians, 
and supplies being drained away without any priority rating or being 
recognized as a critical agency. They could not retain or requisition 
personnel, supplies, and material necessary to maintain the existing 
load and to absorb the increasing demand for services, hospitalization, 
and medical treatment. A hue and cry went up that the Veterans’ 
Administration was an archaic institution which was furnishing third- 
rate medicine and services to first-rate men. The subsequent VA 
reorganization created a superstructure of 13 branch offices which 
proved to be expensive and unwieldly and the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars protested both to the Veterans’ Administration and to the Con- 
gress on this topheavy setup. The Veterans of Foreign Wars, always 
interested in economical operation of the Veterans’ Administration 
consistent with efficient services to our disabled veterans, continued 
to point out the excessive cost and unworkability of the branch offices. 
Nothing was done until a subcommittee of this House Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs made a detailed study of the branch office setup and 
submitted a report specifically recommending that branch offices be 
abolished with the exception of the insurance activity. 

The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs in 1949 abolished the top 
heavy, unworkable branch offices with the exception of insurance 
activities. In abolishing the branch offices the Administrator pointed 
out the action would save the taxpayers approximately $10 million 
per year. The VFW believes that if its recommendations had been 
initially followed the savings would have been considerably more 
than $10 million per year. This is water over the dam but we mention 
it to illustrate the fact that the Veterans of Foreign Wars is con- 
stantly alert to point out excessive administrative costs to obtain 
maximum utilization of every dollar that is appropriated for our 
veterans and/or their dependents. 

In pointing out what we consider a duplication of effort it might 
be significant to relate that the Administrator, himself, used this 
same argument in a letter dated April 18, 1950, to Chairman John 
E. Rankin, of the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, with respect 
to a proposal to set up a separate insurance corporation within the 
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Veterans’ Administration. At that time the Administrator in his 
letter to Chairman Rankin said, in part— 

Moreover, the Corporation would not have the advantage of the integrated 
services available in insurance matters under the management of insurance 
activities by the Veterans’ Administration. The medical, legal, supply, finance, 
contact, and administrative, investigative, appellate, and other services of the 
Veterans’ Administration are all presently utilized in the administration of in- 
surance. The Corporation would presumably be required to provide such serv- 
ices for itself. This would result in the loss of substantial economy which is 
realized under the present method, and that loss could not be expected to be 
offset by any marked improvement in efficiency. * * * Obviously, the adoption 
of such an overall measure would entail a substantial sacrifice of economy 
unaccompanied by any real prospects of improvement of operation * * *, 

Thus, it will be noted the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs was 
concerned over setting up a duplication of services in a separate 
insurance corporation which were presently being utilized in the Vet- 
erans’ Administration in the handling of insurance activities. It 
would seem to the Veterans of Foreign Wars that this same reasoning 
would apply in the reorganization pl in now proposed by the Admin- 
istrator whereby 2 supply services, 3 engineering services, 4 budget 
and finance offices, and 4 personnel offices would be created within the 
Veterans’ Administration. Nevertheless, we are willing to go along 
with the Administrator in testing his proposed plan of reorganiza- 
tion but to reserve the right to lift our voice in criticism if it results 
in decreased efficiency and excess administrative costs. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars has consistently concerned itself 
with the question of cost in the operation of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration. We are gratified to note that the chairman of this commit- 
tee has appointed subcommittees to give particular attention to the 
principal problems affecting the operation of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration. We know that Congressman Adair and his subcommittee 
will give careful attention to administration and finance and will be 
deeply interested in any reorganization plans. We also know that 
Congressman Kearney, our respected past commander in chief, and 
his subcommittee on hospitals, will be vitally concerned with the con- 
struction and operation of VA hospitals. We urge the subcommittee 
on hospitals to keep a careful eye on plans, specifications, and con- 
struction of new hospitals and facilities. 

In conclusion, may I again express my appreciation to Mrs. Rogers 
and the members of this committee for the courtesy in granting the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars this special meeting. May I also remind 
the committee members of our annual congressional dinner honoring 
Members of Congress who have served in the Armed Forces. That 
dinner will be held tonight in the Presidential Room of the Statler 
Hotel. All Members of Congress, including veterans and nonvet- 
erans, male and female, have been invited to join with us in honoring 
our congressional veterans and we are pleased that more than 400 
have accepted invitations. We have planned a nice dinner with 
some entertainment and a minimum of speechm: chine. We promise 
the affair will not be extended to a late hour and I am hopeful that all 
of you will be with us. 

Thank you. 

The Cyarmman. Thank you, Mr. Commander. That is a very 
fine and comprehensive statement and I think will be helpful to all of 
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us here, to the Congress. and to the country. Are you ready for ques- 
tions by the committee now ¢ 

Mr. Cormran. Yes. 

The Crarrman. I would like to ask you first, Mr. Commander, 
whether you have heard of instances in other States of veterans who 
have committed suicide, of some who have even committed murder, 
because of a mental condition for which they could not receive hos- 
pitalization or because they were turned out of hospitals too soon 4 

Mr. Cornran. Yes, Madam Chairman; I think that is one of the 
tragic matters ee a the country at this time. Itisa disgr: ace 
and almost a crime that we have allowed such inadequate hospit: aliza- 
tion to exist. 

The CHarrmMan. I should like to ask one other thing of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars and that is that they will consult with their Members 
of Congress to ask the Rules Committee to grant a rule for our resolu- 
tion which calls for authorization to send our subcommittees out into 
the field, when such need is indicated, to make a survey of hospitals and 
the training program and the matter of loans, and so forth. 

Mr. Keronum. May I interrupt there, Madam Chairman 

The CHARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kercnum. Do I understand that there is a proposal pending 
before the Rules Committee to authorize this committee to send out 
subcommittees to investigate specific conditions affecting the veterans ! 

The Cuairman. Yes. 1 have already appointed subcommittees. 
Che members are very fine and interested and I think it would be 
enormously helpful if we could obtain your cooperation in attaining 
our objectives. 

Mr. Cornran. I should be very happy todo that. We are certainly 
highly indebted to this committee and, as an organization, we will 
be very happy to render whatever assistance na can. 

The CHairman. Are there any questions by the members of the 
committee 4 

Mr. Kearney. Madam Chairman, I would like to make one observa- 

ion with reference to the statements of the commander in chief on the 
hospital situation. As chairman of the Subcommittee on Hospitals, 
I think the Veterans of Foreign Wars know my stand on consolidating 
our veterans’ hospitals under any other agency of the Government. 
| am absolutely opposed to it. I have spoken on this in a great many 
States and the arguments against our keeping the hospit: ‘als as they 

are, and in favor of putting them under a separate agency, do not ms ake 
sense tome. For that reason I say, as an individual member of the 
committee—although I think I voice the sentiment of the wun A of 
the committee—we are not in favor of consolidating Veterans’ Ad- 

ministration hospitals with any other agency of the Government. We 
are in favor of leaving them as they are. 

Mr. Coruran. I think it would be one of the greatest tragedies that 
could be visited upon the veterans of this country if that were done. 

I would like to say to the members of the committee that I have 
here with me my legislative director, Omar B. Ketchum; my rehabili- 
tation director, George Ijams, and the chief of claims, Elmer Richter. 
If I cannot answer any question of a technical nature, I shall ask for 
them to help me. I will be very happy to attempt to answer any 
question that is not technical, and refer any technical questions to them, 
if I may. 





es 
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The CHairman. They are very fine aides, Commander. I have 
been on the committee for 28 years, and I have been watching them 
for a longer period than that. I remember Colonel Ijams when he 
was with the Veterans’ Administration and Chairman of the Board 
of Hospitalization. . 

Mr. Cornran. Yes, he has a wonderful background. He has had 
the experience of working as a member of the Government trying to 
carry out some of these things that we know are unworkable. — 

The Cuatrman. I also know Mr. Richter and the good work that 
he is doing and I know of his understanding of our problems. 

Mr. Kercnum. Madam Chairman, it might be of interest to the 
committee if I were to mention briefly that Colonel jams, our di- 
rector of rehabilitation, was for 27 years the top Assistant Adminis- 
trator of the Veterans’ Administration and at one time was the repre 
sentative of the Administrator of the VA on the Federal Board of 
Hospitalization. 

The CHarrman. I believe he was the Chairman of it, in effect. 

Mr. Kercuum. By title, in effect, yes. 

The CHarrmMan. | think probably he shares the same opinion we all 
do on this subject. 

Mr. Kercnvum. I think the question came up at the hearing last 
Tuesday about whether there should be another Federal Board of 
Hospitalization. I think Colonel Ijams is one of the best informed 
men in the United States on the question of the necessity for a Federal 
Board of Hospitalization and if he has any comment to make on that 
subject at this time, I am sure the committee would be interested. 

Mr. Igams. The Federal Board of Hospitalization, as the chair- 
man and the older members of the committee know, was established 
in the Harding administration for the purpose of coordinating the 
hospital construction program of all Federal departments that had 
to do with hospitalization. 

They had on the board a representative of the Navy Department, 
the Surgeon General; the Surgeon General of the Army; the Surgeon 
General of the Public Health Service, and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, because the Indian Affairs Service operates hospitals for 
Indians. Also later they put on that Board the Director of the 
Bureau of Prisons and, of course, a representative of the Veterans’ 
Administration. I might say that we were all quite envious of Jim 
Bennett, the Director of the Bureau of Prisons, during the war, be- 
cause he was the only man whose personnel did not get away from 
him. 

I think there is a great need for the reestablishment of a Federal 
Board of Hospitalization as an advisory board to the President of 
the United States, which was why the original Board was created. 
Unfortunately, during the period of the war, the then President 
abolished the original Board and reestablished it as advisory to the 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget. And that is where the trouble 
started. 

Later. the next President abolished the Federal Board of Hospitali 
zation and the matter was handled by one man in the budget office 
and to him we owe a great deal of the troubles that have grown up 
since that time. 

The Cxrarrman. I wish he were here, so you could tell him so. 
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Mr. Isams. I might say that I have frequently told him so, Madam 
Chairman. 

Mr. Tracur. Madam Chairman, I had the pleasure of meeting the 
commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars and other mem- 
bers of the VFW in Paris last fall. I should like to say that I have 
never seen a man who is a better representative of the American 
veterans than Commander Jim Cothran. [ Applause. | 

: should also like to mention another thing concerning the Veterans 

' Foreign Wars, and that is the community service program which 
I think is one of the finest services rendered by the VFW. I under- 
stand that they turn over $10,000 or $12,000 each year to posts all over 
the country for community services in those individual communities. 
I cannot help talking about what a fine job some of your posts are do- 
ing in that service and I hope that that program will be continued in 
the V KF W . 

Mr. Coruran. You may be assured, Congressman Teague, that it 
will. And we appreciate the fine work that you did as one of the 
judges. 

Mr. Tracur. I wish you would tell this committee how that program 
works, because it is a wonderful program. 

Mr. Coruran. Last year virtually every post in the country—every 
VFW post—participated in our community service program. We ac- 
tually got reports from between 6,000 and 7,000 of the 10,000 posts in 
the country—written reports from them. 

From our records we find that the Veterans of Foreign Wars posts 
throughout the country completed more than 211,000 separate com- 
munity service projects last year. We think it is a fine thing, making 
the communities rn er America better places in which to live. 
We think it is one of our best long-range means of combatting com- 
munism because when we eliminate poverty and want from our com- 
munities, the seeds of communism or any other foreign ism or ideology 
fall on barren soil. 

The Cuamman. Commander, is the president of your auxiliary 
here ? 

Mr. Coruran. No, but she has a representative here, Mrs. Atkinson 
from Nebraska. I might add that the Ladies’ Auxiliary in the Veter- 
ans of Foreign Wars participated equally in that community service 
program. They put up half the money for the prizes and ran the 
thing, and made a very great contribution. 

Mr. Tracur. I remember one example of that in a small town in 
‘Tennessee where, because of the VF W efforts, they were able to secure 
more blood donations than in a town adjoining that was almost four 
times its s1ze. 

Mr. Cornran. I remember how you fell in love with that post and 
I might say that I had the pleasure of visiting it a short time ago when 
I was in Tennessee. It is the town of Etowah, not far from Greenville. 
We only gave prizes to the first three, but Greenville was next. I am 
sure Congressman Evins is interested in that. 

Mr. Evins. It is in the same area. And, of course, Tennessee is al- 
ways on top. 

Mr. Cornran. Also, Congressman Evins, the post in Bristol is actu- 
ally in the Department of Virginia, but they claim they embrace two 
States, Virginia and Tennessee, and it has won first place for 2 consecu- 
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Mr. CorHran. Yes, sit 
M Evins. I th < very helpful study that you have pro- 


Mr. Evins. Yo nade : ment concel 9 the disproportionate 
o of expenditu e for education as olMpar d with com- 
Oo d pensions | t your view that we should not reduce 
mount of funds for ed tion, but that there should be an 
rease compe atic i pr ns. payments othe than for 


Mr. CoTuRAn. 7 ( We think we should not deny one in 


\ of the er. Wet : s one of t ereat problems that 
or o to hay » decide—that .wW the best avenue to 

but wet oht t elve due regard f oth groups. 
Mr. Evins. As you know, the old days, in the old Committee 
‘ I ( it used te e | licy to pay the | Vs and be finished. 
i ere paid « L mu or |e forgott The new policy is 


th education and training so that they may help 

selves to be bett tizens. ‘That is the new approach, in- 

‘ oi yUusS pa’ r them off and forgetting about them: that is, 
they may help 
not advocate 


xive them aid in order to get education, in order that 
el elves 1 pecon O] “ul Citizens. You woulk 


\I ( N No ( oca Oo et oF he 
I ILVINS. J { { en ed 
Min. IN CILUM Mav | t one ot rth oO There is the possi 
iv pernay ( { Lidl, cost of the tran 
program might | urged properly to some other part of the 
i! nterest ratir i] OE | ull) to the veterans benefit pro- 
ram. We realize t] that is going to veterans, but I think the net 
lt of the educational aid and training program is to make better 
tzens, nake more pl uctive citizens ror the United states. It 
rey to me tha hat ce well come under the heading of the 
ithe il welfare or even of Federal aid to educat on which it has been 
l nse, 
Mr. Evins. I think that point is well taken. 


Mr. ‘Tracur. I am sure you know that one of the reasons why the 
\merican Council on Education supported our GI bill last year was 
ecause Tor years they have advocated olars ip aids in their pro 
orams and this gave then chance to try it. If it vorks, they nay 

n o Congress for a Federal aid to educatio1 program of that 


Mr. Kearney. I should | to make one observation with respect 
to the comments made by Mr. Ketchum a moment ago. If that were 
to come about as you suggested, Mr. Ketchum, it might give these 

irious Grovernment agencies a chance to take over an activity that 
» the Veterans’ Administration and you will be moving 
»wward a dismemberment of the Veterans’ Administration. 
cuum. They run that risk, of course, General, whenever you 
do that. Perhaps later on they will say that it ought to be admin- 
stered by the Federal security Agency, or the Office of Education, 
through this Veterans’ Committee and the Veterans’ 


beiongs tt 


instead of comin 


oO 


Administration. But that is a calculated risk. 
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\ll we are seeking to do here is to pommt out that if you have only 
so much money to spend and I am sure this committee appreciates 
that everything if dloes, the House leadership and the administration 
ire going to ask questions about the cost if you have only so much 
money to spel d, where are you going to put the emphasis / If you 

re spending one-fourth or more on educational aid and training, does 
that mean that you are going to have to lough off o1 ie other types 
f benefits which, in our opinion, are fundamental; such as compensa 


ion and hospitalization and outpatient care and vor itional rehabili 
tation ¢ We cdo not believe that those ¢ ential activities should s iffer 
n anv wav because of the heavy ost of educational aid for veterans 


Cherefore we are seeking mere rae rt ofa ylution, 1f it IS pos 
sible, to transfer this cost as an obligation away from the veterans’ 
benehit program, because it would put you 1n am ch better position 
oO ll more oe heroushy ind liberally with the really fundamental 
nefits affecting our disabled veterans. 


Mr. Evins. I think that statement is well taken and I should lke 


I Ach ul - rysta Zi rat \ adapting elf 
ring conalt lat it ex ust pera Line uff Tu C10 
. getting old and atrophied. I the cons vf it 
oO} | 0 that it not adapt tself t ( r condit ma 
ot ise the recomnie cl Oo e i y th 1w do ot rre¢ 
3 L have had presented to entry mber of locto 
ol tors o1 he nitals a prope i ‘ ) i Lenne ( p 
vith w h you may be familiar, regarding veterans HOspltalZath 
We have had built over the past everal years 1 number ( f H it 
Burton ho pit iis nm smailt tow throughout the country. They 


re encountering difficulty in maintaining those hospitals which the 
Government has built, fine hospitals, in towns of 15,000 and 20,000. 
Chey ire not peing op rated to capa ty as they expected. In effect 

ey are federally subsidized. It has been prop ed that a veterar 


I 
be permitted to receive mecical care and treatment in a Hill-Burton 
hosp tal, where that hospit il is close by to his town, 1f he so desires 


nd indicates such preference, instead of having to take the bus and go 
to Cincinnati or to Memphis. anad the let the Vets rans Administra 

on compensate that local hospital for the service rendered that 
veteran. 

L wonder if the commander would care to express his views on that 
it this time. 

Mr. Cornran. I suggest that Colonel Ijams would be the best man 
on our staff to speak to that. 

Mr. Evins. The idea behind this. of course, is to utilize existi 
hospitals and make them available to veterans on the local level, 
that he might be provided medical eare and services Speaking as a 
member of the Hospital Subcommittee, I think we are going to be 
confronted with that proposition. 

Mr. Ky ARNEY. May I sav to the gventleman—and I do not want 
to be facetious about this— that for $600,000 I, as an attorney. could 
confuse that issue. 

Mr. Evins. I agree with you. 

The CHatrrman. The $600,000 which the o 
the cost of the Booz-Allen-Hamilton Report. 


entleman mentions was 
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Mr. Isams. As the members of t] committee know, service 
: : ; 
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\ ’ d I have been around Washineton for 35 vears. We 








( { ating taking over ( unp W ite in Lowa and the hospital 
t Medford which the \rm) had utilized and then which the Army 
ibandoned—taking those two institutions over into the Veterans’ 
Adi tration. \ i there Was a petition rougnt in here that must 
ave been 6 feet tall, rolled up on a big wheel and signed by several 


ad tho eterans of Illinois, Iowa, and Indiana. the su 





1953 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 105 


rounding States, urging this committee to take ove the Schick General 
Hospital at Clinton, lowa, for veterans. 

his committee passed that le@islation and also the Medford, Oreg 

slation. 

But, getting back to the hearing in the Senate, I was setting in the 
audience when Dr. Hawley and Dr. Magnusson, both of whom were 
n the Veterans’ Administration, were opposing quits strenuously a 
hospital for southern Oregon. The statement was made that nobody 
ould find out why a hospital had been recommended for that area 
and I got up and suggested to the chairman that I might perhaps 
answer the question, because it had come up when l was still with the 
Veterans’ Administration. 

I pointed out that there was not a hospital, a Federal hospital, 
between San Francisco, Calif., and Portland, Oreg. I did not know 


The ernnet distance between those por tS and | make the owuess that Is 
was something like 700 miles and the Senator supplied the information 


that it was 57 miles further. So that we had a situation there where 
veterans living in that area were, many of them, over 300 miles away 
from the neurest hospital. 

Chat is the reason I recommended while I was still in the Veterans’ 
\dministration, no specific poimt, but a baupitel for northern Cal 
fornia or southern Oregon. Later this Medford, Oreg., hospital 

came available and met the requirements. But they tried to place 
nese hospitals where the families of the veterans could not get to 
the veterans who were in the hospitals and where the families would 

e been put to the ¢ xpense of going over 2 or 3 State lines in ordei 
t¢ } Ke iY sit to their boys 

Phe Cratrman. Are there any other questions / 

Mr. Hacer. I would like to ask one of you gentlemen your reaction 
to the action of the Appropriations Committee in slashing the request 
iO! supplemental appropriations for the Veterans’ Administration. 
1 hey\ recommended S15 million, as these other oreauniZations cid. | 
otice that that supplemental request was cut by about 39 million. 

I beheve that will come up for action on the floor this week and 
they have only $5 million nea for services for hospitals. [am 
‘to do with the 


1 


wondering what that is goin hospitalization program 
for the balance of the vear. 

The CuHateman. I think it will hurt very much. I was talking with 
some people vesterday and they advised that instead of having an 


atten pl to restore some of these items on the floor of the House 


would be better to wait until the bill vot over to the Senate. 

Mr. Cornran. We think $15 million is the absolute minimum that 
hey need for the hospit: als alone. 

Mr. Kevcuvm. May I explain that the supplemental appropriation 
which was submitted by the Veterans’ Administration does not cover 
the request that we are making. As a matter of fact, they have very 
little in the total supplemental deficiency appropriation that they 
requested to do the job that we are talking about. Actually t hey only 
put about $5 million in there and that is mostly to open up new 
hospital beds not to open up the beds that were closed and to vet 
hack again the services that were lost as a result of inadequate appro 
priations last year. 

We suggest $15 million immediate supplemental appropriations for 
the medical program to restore the lost beds and the services lost as 
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result of adequate » ) ifions., We believe that is the very 
lance of the current fiscal year and 
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‘ ve ot e medica } ra Lam sy sOone 
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) tere ir, that tomorrow morning t] 
ce itee « it to i t Veter \dministratic 
ether there were ade te funds ippropriated for the medical pn 
rram and, if so, 1 V have we had t] loss of beds and services. 
Frai cly ind I do not t nk this is any secret when the Veterans’ 
\dministration submitted this supplemental appropriation that you 
re talking about. the reasol thev did not put ! that S15 mill on 1s 


because they were ordered by thre budget not to nut it in. 


Veterans’ Adi stration used f] money somewhere else and, 
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Mr. Kercuum. Either they fumbled the ball or the committee did 
not give them enough money. 

Mr. Treacur. It is one or the other. 

Mr. Kercuum. That is right. 

Mr. TERaGcve. Have any of your people made any attempt to invest} 
gate this? 

Mr. Keronum. The Rehabilitation Service I think has gone into 
That is not in my sphere. 

Mr. Teacur. I do not want to put vou on the spot, but would yor 
mind tell i? th ommittee, W ie] cle Ve th k the right thir 
to do? 

Mr. Isams. It is niy honest Opinio that the Appropriat ons Com 
mittee failed to approp! ate a ficient amount of money to allo 
the Veterans’ Administratioi to give all the ervices part larly to 
the service-connectea cases 1 it they were ent t] 


| } | } } ‘ 
nad to ve abandoned to some extent. LS Te 


cutpatient-care program 
the matter ¢ f dental treatment, | have received more comptaints 
about the failure of the Veterans’ Administration to prov de dental 

1 


care for veterans who have 1USt come DACK from Korea, th in anv otnel 


one item and inpatient care } us been curta ied DeCcAI » OT the el SING 
of wards which Admiral Boon said Wa made nec nary hy the failure 
of Congress to appropriate a sufficient amount of money. 

r . l . 


Che terrible thing about ws that we all ay that service-connected 


cases must be given first prior ty o1 everyt! ing, but when t! action 
was taken by the ( ongress 1n cutting back the appropriation, the 
damage ‘ell on the service-connected ea 

Mr. Kercuum. Undoubtedly. there could have been. Mr. Teague. 


matadmn stration, tet us say, the Vetel ul s’ Administration. 


We are not say io that the: have ne responsibil ty whatever for this. 
There might have been a lack of oO dy iwement on thell part. Bu 
the cold fact remains that due to aequate appropriatiol . this situ 

( has come about, or it has been created ecaust of maladministra 
tioninthe VA. But,in our opinion, it has got to be corrected. I think 
t tras That vhy we recomm d that for the balance of this 
fiscal year a supplemental deficien ippropriation of $15 million be 
made directly for the medical program to restore the lost beds and 


the lost services, and the outpatient treatment. 

Mr. Hacen. May I ask Mr. Teague a question? This could be 
amended on the flool of the House, when it consi 
appropriation bill ? 

Mr. Treacur. Ye 

Mr. Kercuum. That is right. That may be our only chance. 

Mr. Hacen. Do vou have anv statist by States on thi problem ¢ 

Mr. Kercuum. We do not have them here at the moment. I do not 
know whether we could get them qu kly or not. 

Mr. Isams. We have some field directors’ reports; reports of field 


dire tors W ho are here, W hic h | \ il] be olad to make available, But | 


have not had an opportunity in the last few days to analyze anything. 

Mr. Tracur. I believe that the question of hospitalization should 
ht to me to try 
to govern that merely by appropriations; that is, to curtail the num 


1 1 
iers the supplemental 


be reconsidered by the Congress. It does not seem ris 


be r oF beds available by appropriation. I ao not ky Ow whether that 


is the right way to get at it. Perhaps we ought to spell out very care 


i 
fully how a veteran may get into a hospital. Perhaps that ought to 
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be done by Congress: | clo hot know. But I do not think it is the 
right thing to do merely to cut the appropriation so that they cannot 
taff the beds that are available. The ¢ ongress ought to say how they 
ive going to be used and whether they are going to be used, and by 
[t seems to me it should not be a matter merely of appropriat- 

ertain amount of money for a certain amount of beds. 
Mr. Kercnuum. In other words, not to use a left-handed method of 


trying to drive out the non-service-connected cases, by making inade- 
quate appropriations. 
Ir. Teacur. That is exactly right. 
Mr. Kerenum. If they want to cut them out, they ought to do so 
! \ d forthright way 


Mr. Tracur. That is correct. 

Mr. Isams. I would like to make one observation, if I may. If, for 

V reason. Congress determines upon a policy that non service con 

cted cases, no matter how serious, cannot get into a Veterans’ Ad- 
stration hospi il, then I think you had better alert every gover 

1 of every State in the Union to start building. 

Phe CHarman. Yes; the situation is very serious now in Michigan 


ind in other States. I would like to say this to those of you who are 
present. I do not know how many of you know it, but there are 50 
members of the Appropriations Committee. Out of a total of 485 
Members of the House, 50 Members are on the Appropriations Com- 
muittee. Our great danger is that we legislate through the Appro 
priatiot Cominittee They are legislating nstead of merely appro- 
priating. ‘I hey have a verv large staff of investigator who 90 out 
ind make investigations and then come back and report on what 
they find, and what they think ought to be done. But I maintain that 





the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs is the committee that was created 


to take Care OT The veterans nd that they ought to do the investigating 
adm ike t ie reports to ( ongress as to what the needs are. Other com- 
mittees, too, have expressed themselves as being jealous of their juris 


aictiol and ot the tendency of the \ppropriations Committee to 


legislate m their field. 

Mr. Kercuum. That why we stressed this problem of cost, be 
ause | believe that 1s what this committee \ i] he contronted with 
o matter what vou do. No matter how svympatl etic you may be, and 


no matter how many of the facts you have before your committee, 
the question going to come up continually about what these things 
ire going to cost. Whatever you bring before the House leadership, 

the way of leo lati , they are o to ask how much it is cong 
to cost and then they are going to say that “We can only afford to 
Spe nd SO much money 

That is what we are up against. I believe that what you are say- 
ing is fundamentally true that the Appropriations Committee to a 
large extent, because of the element of cost that is involved, is legis- 
lating for the other committees. 

The Cratreman. Yes: and now that the wars are over, and the 
Korean war is on, some people seem to want to forget and seem not to 
want to pay for the care of veterans. At least, some people do. I 
was at a reception for Mrs. Eisenhower yesterday afternoon at the 
Congressional Club and a great many people talked to me about tak- 
ing care of the Korean veterans. I believe that the public is inter- 
ested, but they are nots ficiently alerted to the problem. 


ron 
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Mr. Isams. It has been my experience that the families in this 
country who have boys are becoming quite exercised, for this rea 
son. One boy comes back from Korea with a disability and there is 
no place for him to go and they have another boy who is about to 
be drafted. How do you think that family feels about that second boy 
going ¢ : 

Mr. TEAGUE. Colonel, do you really helieve that statement ¢ 

Mr. Isams. Yes; I do. 

Mr. ‘Tracur. Do you mean that a service-connected case cannot get 


nto a hospital 4 


Mr. Isams. We have many servi co ected ises that Are not 
the hospitals. | had two psychiatric causes within the last month. one 
of them out at Rockville, Md., a t-percent ser ce-connected case for 
an NP disability. He bley up mentally and attacked wite. Wi 
mmediately called the police, which was the only protection that she 
ould cet a id they took him dow to the police tation where they 
could hold him only 24 hours. 

They contacted our office in Wa hngton, the regional office I 
at empted to get a bed for this service-connected case and they sa d, 


We are awfully sorry, but we cannot put that man in a hospital right 
larvland estate institution. 


aid Phat man was turned over to a \ 
1 verv interiol place, | am sorry to say t it, &S a Marvlander. I 


the same thing is true in nearly every State of the | on. They kept 
: ‘ } I , 
that boy for ¥ 1 davs before we could vel hy m into Perry Point 


We had another case over here in Arlington. That man was 7! 


percent NP service-conner ted, He ittacked his f iumily. iy ( Hed 
the pol ce and the pol e kept him 1 lock-up fe LY days—a service 
connected case before we ce ild get lm 1 tiie spital 

When Senator Pepper was holding hearings on that cutback away 
mck in 1942 he wa the el WmMz | the subeo mittee—he wired To 


‘} . 1 if +) 4] 2 , ic] ‘ 
Florida and he testified himself that there were 36 Florida veterar 


1 1 é' i 
police stations and jas, put there Tor the protects OT themseives 


of the pitiful cases that we get, 1. you could see thes vO ostel 
} , . . ‘ 4 ’ ] } 
who come nto my offi ast ( hi stmas a year ago ] had two cases, 
1 I 1 4 ‘ ‘ { ] 4 
whl i Would like to mel On briefly ihe cde partnie tL co it ( 


of one of our departments phoned me from Mar" land and told m« 
that this boy had been a guard in a penal institution in Maryland. 


hey grave him a pei odie chest examination and discovered that 

had advanced pulmonary tuberculos Phis boy s not service 
| : ] : to} ] ] 

connected at that time but we have ince established sery » { 

tion. I wanted to get the boy into the hospital. I called the boy 

on the phone—he was at home; he had been discharged from | 

position because he was endangering the lives of the inmates of th 


1 ER BR ] Rie 


nstitution. I called him on the phone and asked him wha 


‘ He fla 
done. He said he had been To t} e Washington regional othice and 


they were very svmpathetic, but they said that they could not find 
bed anywhere especially for a non-service-connected case. 


He said that he had then gotten his wife to drive him up to Martins 
burg. W. Va., because he knew that there was a big hospital up there 
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ind he thought that if they saw him and saw how sick he was that 
they would take him in. They were sympathetic, too, but they said 
that they had a waiting list of 170 ahead of him and asked him if 
he wanted to get o1 the wa ting list. He asked them how long that 
would be and they said that it might be 2 or 3 vears. So he did not 

iting lly, that is the reason why those 
ever. because a great many men clo 


ro on the waiting list and, 1] cidenta 


uitine lists have no value what 

get on them. 

The DOY came over, rested up for a few davs and then got his wife 
ind drove down to the Vaughan Hospital Richmond but found 
e that they had a waiting list, too, so he came back and went to 
bed. I asked him, “Have you a ybody to wait on you, to look after 


you?” And h 


| vic to 


e said, “Yes, mv wife and two | ttle children.” 
1 


1 


im. “You have two little children and you have never 

peel to a hospital “al d never have been told how to avoid infecting 
. 1 ,** éer 1 ‘2 . 1 9 
your own family (nd he said, “That is mght 


= I said to hir l. “You vet to bed and stay there, vet a vood nurse 
d you quit worrying about anything and let me do the worrying.” 
| at very afternoon al other man Came Ih, aiso a young veteran 


of World War ia: Who had a young Ww fe anda two shi all children. He 
is In the same pre licament exactly. 


It took me weeks to get those hovs ntroa he spital and I Was Success 
» } : . ’ : 1 } 
I only then because the man wer of this hospital happened to be 
old friend of mine and knew of m htc rest in these cases, Sut, 


those two in probably meant t 
thers, perhaps equally deserving, who could not get in. 


hat there were two 


of course, gettin 


Yr 


Phe Crarmman. I have had letters from two families of boys who 


vere reported missing in Korea, but they told me that they were hot 
Wil Y” to ti lk Lbout t to anybody. They were very bitter and 
ull ppy\ 


Mr. Kercnoum. Madam Chairman, before vou conclude this hearing, 


| would | k »fo offer for the rece ra | deta led digest of our entire pro- 
rl 1 Which was adopted tou last national convention. 
Phe Cramman. Without objection, it may be made a part of the 
ord 
(he matter referred to is as follows:) 
2-53 LEGISLATIVE OBJECTIVES OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE 
Us p STATES, SUB I JURISDICTIE OF THE HousE COMMITTEE ON 
\ S \! 
The following legislative objectives are based on resolutions adopted by the 
1952 National Encampment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, 
1 recommendations of the VF W national legislative committee 
COMPENSATION, PENSION tl ELLANEOUS VETERANS BENEFITS RESOLUTIONS 
1. Seeking legis ion to establish a new service-connected disability payment 


schedule based on $187.50 for total disability ($168.75 for 90 percent; $150 for 
SO percent; $131.25 for 70 percent ; $112.50 for 60 percent : $93.75 for 50 nercent: 


$io for 40 percent ; 556.25 for 30 percent ; $37.50 for 20 percent : and $18.75 for 10 


percent): and a corresponding crease in statutory awards and dependency 
allay n¢ Po 129) 
f own S (iies hebae ) 


Seeking legislation to increase rates of service-connected death compensation 
payable to widows and children, as follows: widow but no child, $100: widow 
with 1 child, $140 (with $54 for each additional child) ; no widow but 1 child, $78: 
no widow but 2 children, $110 (equally divided) ; no widow but three children. 


$142 (equally divided) with $27 for each additional child (total amount to be 





3 
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tally divided) ; dependent mother or father, $75 (for both), $44 each (Res. 





5. Seeking legislation to provide that any combination involving the loss or 
s of use of any two inembers or the loss or loss of use of a hand or foot togethe 


with loss or loss of use of an eye shall be rated the same as subparagraph (M) 





of Public Law 182 (Res. 257) 
t. Seeking legislation to grant 3-year presumptive period in cases of diseases 
of the central nervous system and psychosis (Res. 180) 
». Seeking legislation to provide that any physical disability, including dental 
disabilities, or any neuropsychiatric or psychiatric disabilites having been found 
thin 5 years from date of discharge shall be presumed to have been incurred 
in service unless rebutted by affirmative evidence of prior existence where it is 
shown that claimant was at any time held prisoner by an enemy nation during 
tary service in a period of war (Res. 262) 
6. Seeking legislation to grant compensation and out-patient treatment to all 


eterans with service-connected clinical proven cases of chronic malaria (Re 





ant dependency allowances when the veteran has 


‘ Seeking legislation to 





10 percent seryvice-connected disability (Res. 132) 





S. Proposing to the Administrator of Veterans’ 
equirement of section 6, Public Law 483, 78th Cong 
ue n the case of any honorably discharged veteran who engaged in combat 

th an enemy of the United States, certification thereof to be made by the 
Department of the Armed Forces with which the veteran served (Res. 

4. Seeking legislation to provide a uniform pension based on age (Res. 363) 


10. Seeking legislation to grant to veterans of World Wars I and ITI, and of 


fairs that the 10 percent 
be deemed to have been 


276) 








service on and after June 27, 1950, service pensions on the same basis and in 
the same amount as pension is granted to Spanish-American War veterans 
Res. 132) 
ll. Seeking legislation to provide, in effect, that notwithstanding the cause 
or nature of disease causing permanent and total disability any war veteran who 
has had honorable service in the Armed Forces of the United States shall be 





eNE pt from the so-called misconduct clauses of the basic laws (Res. 69). 
Seeking retroactive payment of pensi n non-service-connected Cases to 
‘ e of proof of disability or entrance into » hospital (Res. 184) 
Seeking legislation to grant pension benefits for non-service-connected 
disability to persons who served with the United States military forces on the 


lexican border between May 9, 1916, and April 6, 1917 


Seeking legislation to grant pension benefits for non-service-connected 





disability to persons who served with the United States occupation forces in 
Germany during World War I (Res. 226) 
15. Seeking legislation to grant Spanish-American War pension benefits to 
ersons who served with the United States Armed Forces in the Moro Province, 
( n Samar and Leyte between July 4, 1902, and January 1, 1914 (Res, 226) 
Seeking ’ 
pendents of World Wars I and II, and of service on or after June 27, 1950, as 
llows: widow but no child, $60; widow and 1 child, $75 (with $8.50 for each 


nade ional child): no widow but 1 child, S30 no widow but two children, $45 











egislation to increase rates of pension payable to certain de 


eq ally divided): no widow but 3 children, $60 (equi lly divided), with $7.50 
for each additional child (the total to be equally divided) Res. 132) 
(7. Seeking legislation to nerease mcome limitations applicable to non 


ervice-connected disability and death pension cases from $1,000 to $2,000 for 

veteran without dependents, a widow without children, or a child; and from 
S?2.500 to $3.200 for a widow with children or a veteran with dependents Income 
rom Government insurance and/or commercial insurance up to $10,000 shall not 
e included in computation of annual income (Res, 132) 

18. Seeking legislation to authorize pensions for widows and children of 
certain deceased World War II veterans and veterans of service on and after 
ne 27, 1950, on the same basis as pensions are authorized for widows and 
children of World War I veterans (Res. 132). 

19. Seeking amendment to section 3, Public Law 483, 78th Congress, so as to 
read, “The term ‘widow’ of a World War I veteran shall mean a woman who 
was married on or before December 14, 1947, or the effective date of the amend 
ing act, or for 10 years preceding death” (Res, 189). 

20. Urging 2-year extension to World War II veterans of right to apply for 


ef 


education and traning under Public Law 346, 78th Congress (Res, 226) 
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21. Seeking legislation ‘ d ti period during which education and 
ne iv be affordes ‘ hos] ged. or otherwise incapacitated, World 
War II veterans who were pre nted from entering training by reason of 
eal disab ties requ ne emergent medic or surgical treatment and who 
e shown their intent ‘ raining é 12S 
2” Urging « ens ( du o WV cl eat rehabilitation iin 
‘ orded ct ed o1 i ited World Wa 
ele 1 (Res, 22 
2 Seekil egi ‘ ! >, 10, ¥ ol hi ler 
P Law 16 s ! sable ‘ ! y any time handicap 
lires need for it in | ] y he ro | ) of the Veterans’ 
\ nistratio to irl I he 201 
: Ad ng more « elil t ational readjust 
prog I 
25. Urging dissemi f iation « ing GI training (Res, 35) 
%. Reco end le tera ns a 
Lerrec Res 41 
1. Eexpressil oOppos l ‘ (il ns, al econ 
ending leg ition 
Immediate t l ¢ GI ‘ NVMIA a la a 
s secondal ‘ 
) Adeq ‘ ind | G ) VA ‘ rR 
Z reco! ne ng hat f ( SS OO OOO be ‘ ible j 
{ ‘ : | 4 ( the Home I] ! 
] c Be a S ) é ( ( rn ha 
l a iss ( ( ( i 
I ep ent f y ‘ S 
home in Res. 3 
Endors ~ i ‘ ( ( I lius 
\< ‘ f 4 ’ 
eC} ‘ } ‘ oo R 
14 
~ { » " ~ 
‘ f l y | J i 1 ( 
‘ ( ! I \ 
section ¢ l L ‘ led, | ectio 
‘ I Se ( (ie t t 1uril 
( ’ \ ‘ oa 
' ‘ P ’ 
ns R 
Seg 9 ' f 
,m™ 1 ‘ ‘ 
) } ‘ ‘ ‘ } 
Q) res 
J le Z | ite 
’ ' ! 6s ; ‘ r 0 
l » ( ernme ‘ 
\ ] I n dest | rf } 
’ ‘ { P \ % 
cr La ( s : or 
henefit Indie mder Publ 
23 (R 1S 
Hee I ( . een cit are erm 
ind t I rypose To! pe! a ve ( more | has 
1 ned the - ot OO ve - f I be pre ed nHhave re inined s disables 
ce purpost n t to anto eview by the Veterans 
nistration te ‘ } } ey ‘ a pig fol 
initia vainful « Ie é 
$ Seekir } ( (iment to the Na ' Sey ce Life Insurance Act to pro 
O-di + el ‘ hn connection with ich part lar premium payment 
that it w he on the s e bas is premium pa ents due in all other months, 


$ 
z 
; 
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ind that said amendment be made retroactive to enable the restoration o 
national service life insurance policies terminated or to be terminated by the 
k of such provision under the existing law (Res. 91) 
MEDICAL, HOSPITAL, AND DOMICILIARY AFFAIRS RESOLUTIONS 
Seeking legislation which would authorize the Veterans’ Administration t 
nish outpatient treatment in existing Veterans’ Administration clinics to any 
veteran, who, under present law is eligible to he spitalization Tor noh-service 
nnected disabilities, or permanent and total non-service-connected disability, 
if in the opinion of the medical service of the Veterans’ Administration such out 


ent treatment should be medically feasible, and at the same time it would be 
ess costly to treat the patient on an outpatient basis than it would be to authorize 

his or her hospitalization in a veterans’ hospital (Res. 265) 
2. Requesting VA to return to policy of admitting veterans to hospitals on the 


asis of need for inpatient care, and to return complete control of VA hospita 





fu ime hospital managers (Res. 358) 
Urging VA to allow reimbursement for authorized hospitalization in 
ertain neuropsychiatric cases (Res 
t. Seeking legislation to provide chiropractic services for veterans (Res. 279) 





» Demanding that the Federal Board of Hospitalization be reestablished as a 


dvisor) ard to the President as it was originally created in the Harding ad 

nistration for the purpose of coordinating the hospital activities of the various 
Government departments to the end that adequate hospital service may be made 
conveniently available to all persons entitled to same, and at a minimum of cost 
to the American taxpayel Res, 223 

6. Seeking funds for the establishment of a mental research institute for 

uiy and treatment of mental diseases of veterans (Res. 300) 

7. Expressing opposition to any plan of organization which seeks to take the 
hospitals, the medical service, or any other essential function of the Veterans 
\dministration from the jurisdiction of.the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
ind the placing of this function under the jurisdiction of any other Federa 
geney (Res. 174 and Res. 224) 


s. Endorsing H. R. 313, 82d Congress, to provide 16,000 additional hospital beds 

Res, 225) 

%. Requesting investigation to determine that before additional transfers of 
paraplegics from the VA hospital at Hines, Ill, are made, assurance be obtained 
hat soldiers’ homes are adequately equipped to care for them (Res. 366) 

LO, Recommending adequate hospital facilities in all States for inpatient treat 
ment of psychiatric cases (Res. 328). 

11. Recommending the opening of chronic or custodial wards in any and all 
VA general medical and surgical hospitals, for the care of those chronic Cases not 
requiring active treatment, but who are too seriously disabled to care for them 
selves, providing that such awards will not be established at the expense of active 
treatment beds (Res. 361) 

12. Colorado: Seeking legislation to establish a VA domiciliary home at Fort 
Logan (Res. 15) 

13. Colorado: Urging a 150-bed addition to VA Grand Junction Hospital (Res 
14) 

14. District of Columbia: Urging construction of a 750-bed VA hospital in 
Washington (Res, 141) 

15. Missouri: Opposing discontinuance of temporary hospitals at Springfield 
and Excelsior Springs until other adequate facilities are available (Res, 52). 

16. Montana: Ur 
975-bed capacity (Res. 200) 

17. Montana: Urging more adequate canteen service at Fort Harrison and 
Miles City Hospitals (Res. 202) 

18. Montana: Urging additional visiting hours at Fort Harrison Hospital 
(Res. 212). 

19. Montana: Urging permission for relatives of employees of Miles City 
Hospital to perform voluntary hospital work (Res. 198) 

20. Pennsylvania: Urging restoration of VA contract hospital beds in Pennsyl 
vania (Res. 340) 

21. New York: Urging construction of a hospital in Queens County (Res, 92) 

22. New York: Recommending use for veterans of facilities at St. Albans Nava 
Hospital (Res. 87). 


ging hospital construction at Fort Harrison to increase to 
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23. Oregon: Urging the opening of 500 additional beds at Camp White 


(Res, 259) 

~4. Rhode Island: Urging increase of 100 beds at Davis Park Hospital 
(Res. 112) 

25. Wisconsin: Urging the construction of a new hospital at Wood (Res. 102). 


Mr. Kercuum. I am sure the committee has had enough of us this 
morning and we would be very happy to stop at this point, as I am sure 
members of your committee have other committee meetings they wish 
to attend and we do not want to delay them. 

The CHarMan. We are very grateful to you, gentlemen, for a very 
wonderful presentation. 

Mr. Coruran. It has been a wonderful experience for us, Madam 
Chairman and members of the committee. 

The CHarmMan. The committee will stand adjourned until 10: 30 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon at 11:30 a. m., the committee adjourned to meet on 
Wednesday, February 18, 1953, at 10: 30 a. m.) 
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